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Abstract

In this work, we present a parametric finite element approximation of two-phase Navier—
Stokes flow with viscoelasticity. The free boundary problem is given by the viscoelastic Navier—
Stokes equations in the two fluid phases, connected by jump conditions across the interface.
The elasticity in the fluids is characterised using the Oldroyd-B model with possible stress
diffusion. The model was originally introduced to approximate fluid-structure interaction
problems between an incompressible Newtonian fluid and a hyperelastic neo-Hookean solid,
which are possible limit cases of the model.

We approximate a variational formulation of the model with an unfitted finite element
method that uses piecewise linear parametric finite elements. The two-phase Navier—Stokes—
Oldroyd-B system in the bulk regions is discretised in a way that guarantees unconditional
solvability and stability for the coupled bulk-interface system. Good volume conservation prop-
erties for the two phases are observed in the case where the pressure approximation space is
enriched with the help of an XFEM function. We show the applicability of our method with
some numerical results.

Keywords: Finite elements, XFEM, two-phase flow, viscoelasticity, Oldroyd-B, free boundary
problem.
MSC Classification: 76M10, 76A10, 35R35, 76 Txx

1 Introduction

In the field of fluid mechanics, the modelling and simulation of viscoelastic materials that
consist of two or more components have gained increasing importance in recent years. This
area of study presents challenges arising not only from the inherent complexities of vis-
coelasticity, but also from the need to accurately describe the individual phases and the
transitions between them. From the modelling point of view, viscoelastic fluids require con-
stitutive models which account for both elastic and viscous behaviour, such as the Oldroyd-B
model, the FENE-P model or the Giesekus model [2]. The viscous behaviour refers to their
resistance to flow, which is typical for liquids, while the elastic behaviour is related to that
of solids, allowing them to return to their original shape after deformation. Many exam-
ples described in the literature are in the field of polymeric fluids [16, 46, 48, 62], or have
applications in biomedicine [3, 32, 61].

Compared to a Newtonian fluid, viscoelastic fluids have an additional stress tensor that
accounts for the elastic effects. This extra stress tensor is usually described with the help of
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an additional tensor B. In the context of polymeric fluids, the tensor B is often referred to
as the structure or conformation tensor. This tensor describes the molecular configurations
of the polymers, capturing how the polymer chains stretch and orient under flow [48]. The
polymer molecules are often modelled as chains of beads and springs, where spring forces
are responsible for the movement of the molecules [46]. Assuming linear spring forces, using
Hooke’s law, leads to the Oldroyd-B model, while nonlinear descriptions of the elastic spring
laws lead to nonlinear variants such as the FENE-P model. Other models like the Giesekus
model are based on different relaxation behaviours of the material. Here, the relaxation
refers to the process by which the polymer chains in the viscoelastic fluid return to their
equilibrium state after being deformed by an applied stress [17]. In this paper, we are going
to consider the Oldroyd-B model to describe the viscoelastic effects.

The numerical treatment of viscoelastic models typically requires further attention, es-
pecially at high Weissenberg numbers, which correspond to large relaxation parameters. At
high Weissenberg numbers, numerical schemes may suffer from accuracy and convergence
issues in benchmark problems, which is often referred to as the high Weissenberg number
problem. Some of the reasons have been identified as the lack of existence of solutions to
the mathematical system of equations or limitations of numerical schemes. These issues are
discussed in, e.g., [4, 20, 28] and in the review article [2]. A promising strategy for address-
ing instabilities at high Weissenberg numbers is to understand the dissipation laws of the
free energy at the continuous level, such as those for the Oldroyd-B or the FENE-P model
[40], and then construct numerical schemes that incorporate similar dissipation laws at the
discrete level. Some examples for Oldroyd-B fluids have been studied in [7, 20, 45], while
other viscoelastic models are considered in [8, 34]. In many cases, energy estimates form
the foundation for a rigorous convergence analysis of numerical schemes using compactness
arguments [7, 8, 32, 34, 56].

In systems with two or more phases, accurately capturing the interface dynamics and
interactions between viscoelastic fluids and other phases adds another layer of complexity.
The strategies for describing the interfaces can generally be divided into methods with
an implicit or explicit description of the interface. The implicit methods usually use an
indicator function to capture the interface. A representative is the level set method, in
which a level set function is used to describe the interface [50, 58]. Here, some examples of
models with viscoelasticity are [52, 53, 62]. Another implicit interface method is the phase-
field method, which is also called the diffuse interface method in this context, as the sharp
interface is approximated with the help of a smooth order parameter with a thin transition
layer between the phases. This method has been used in, e.g., [32, 49, 54, 55, 64, 65]. Other
methods that are applied for viscoelastic two-phase models are based on the volume of fluid
method [19, 21, 57], which goes back to the work [39] and uses a characteristic function of
one of the phases to evolve the interface, or the Lattice Boltzmann method used in [60, 63].

The methods using an explicit interface description can be categorised into fitted meth-
ods, where the surface mesh aligns with the phases of the bulk mesh, and unfitted methods,
where the lower dimensional surface mesh is entirely independent of the bulk mesh, as dis-
cussed in [1, 6, 11, 10, 31, 30, 33, 41, 51, 59]. These parametric methods are highly efficient
because the interface description requires fewer degrees of freedom compared to implicit
methods like the phase-field or level set method. On the other hand, special care must be
taken to ensure an accurate representation of complex interface geometries and dynamics,
especially when dealing with large deformations. In particular, it is essential to ensure a
good approximation of the interface mesh and to maintain a good mesh quality during the
evolution. In parametric methods, the interface mesh is transported with the help of the
fluid velocity [6, 30, 59]. In many cases, this can lead to mesh degeneracies, such as the
coalescence of mesh points or the formation of very small angles in the polyhedral interface
mesh. Consequently, frequent re-parametrisation of the interface mesh is often necessary
in practice. These challenges have been addressed in [10], which is based on previous work
on geometric evolution equations such as [9, 13]. Here, the interface is moved in the nor-
mal direction with the normal component of the fluid velocity, while the tangential degrees



of freedom are implicitly used to maintain a good mesh quality, without the need for re-
parametrisations or other manipulations. This strategy can be applied to both unfitted and
fitted parametric methods [33].

Another difficulty for parametric methods is to find a good approximation of the pressure,
which is discontinuous across the interface due to capillary effects. Here, a fitted bulk mesh
that is adapted to the interface can be used [30]. In the case of an unfitted bulk mesh, where
the interface and bulk meshes are totally independent, it is helpful to use an extended finite
element method (XFEM) or a cut finite element method (cttFEM) to accurately capture
jumps of physical quantities across the interface [22, 29, 36]. We achieve this with the
XFEM approach of [11] by enriching the pressure space with exactly one additional degree
of freedom, together with a refinement of the bulk mesh close to the interface. The XFEM
enrichment has the additional benefit of exact volume conservation of the phases on the semi-
discrete level, whereas the fully discrete scheme shows good volume conservation properties
in practice.

In this work, we combine the ideas of the parametric method from [10] for the two-phase
Navier-Stokes flow and the finite element method from [7] for the one-phase viscoelastic
Oldroyd-B model. This allows us to construct a numerical scheme for viscoelastic two-phase
flow with unconditional stability and existence of discrete solutions and good parametric
mesh properties. The remainder of this work is organised as follows. In Section 2, we present
a mathematical model for viscoelastic two-phase flow in a bounded domain with a moving
free interface, and we derive the necessary jump and continuity conditions at the interface
using an energy identity. We introduce a weak formulation and discuss key properties, such
as an energy dissipation law and phase volume conservation. In Section 3, we develop a stable
fully discrete numerical scheme using the parametric finite element method in space and a
semi-implicit discretisation in time. We prove the unconditional stability and existence of
solutions. The stability proof is based on an approximative solution layer with a regularised
elastic energy and a limit passage on the fully discrete level. Using a semi-discrete variant,
we discuss further properties of the numerical method, such as beneficial parametric mesh
quality and an XFEM approach for good phase volume conservation, which we also observe
in practice. We also discuss an extension of the scheme to a variable shear modulus. In
Section 4, we present numerical results for a rising bubble in two dimensions, demonstrating
the practicability of the introduced scheme.

2 The two-phase Navier—Stokes problem with viscoelas-
ticity

We now present the mathematical model for viscoelastic two-phase flow. Let Q c RY,
d € {2,3}, be a bounded domain with boundary 09 and let ¢ € (0,7), where T > 0. We
assume that the domain ) contains two distinct incompressible immiscible viscoelastic fluid
phases that occupy time-dependent regions Q. (¢t) and Q_(t) = Q \ Q. (¢) for all ¢t € [0,T].
The two phases are separated by a time-evolving interface (I'())se[0,7] Which is contained
within 2 and does not intersect the boundary 9. We assume that the interface (I'(Z))se[0,1]
is an orientable and smooth (d — 1)-dimensional hypersurface without boundary, globally
parametrised by the mapping X(-,¢): T — R? where Y c R? is a predefined reference
manifold. Therefore, I'(t) = X(Y,¢). Then, V = ;X -v denotes the normal velocity of the
evolving hypersurface, where v is the unit normal on I'(¢) pointing into Q. (¢). Moreover,
we denote the outer unit normal on 99 by n. We refer to Figure 1 for a schematic sketch
in two dimensions.

In the subdomains 2, (¢), we study the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations for the
velocity u(-,t): Q - R? and the pressure p(-,t): Q - R, along with an additional stress tensor
Te(-,t): Q - R4 that incorporates fluid elasticity effects:

pr0u+ py(u-V)u+ Vp =div(2uD(u)) + div(T,.) + pf; + fo in Q.(¢), (2.1a)
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Figure 1: A schematic sketch of the domain 2 in two space dimensions.

divu=0 in Q.(t). (2.1b)

Here, we denote the mass densities and viscosities of the phases Q.(t) by p. > 0 and
s > 0, respectively. For future reference, we define p(-,t) = p4 (1 - xj0_@)) + P- X|jo_(+) and
p(t) = pe(1 = Xjo 1)) + 4- Xjo_@), Where xjo_«) is the characteristic function of Q_(t).
Moreover, the symmetrised velocity gradient is denoted by D(u) = £ (Vu+ (Vu)"), and
£1(-,1),f2(-,1): © - R? describe body acceleration and external forces, respectively.

As indicated before, in this paper we are going to consider the Oldroyd-B model to
describe the viscoelastic effects in the two phases. In particular, the elastic stress tensor is
given by

T.=G(B-1),

where G' > 0 is the (constant) shear modulus, T € R®? denotes the identity matrix and
B(-,t): Q - RZ*? is a tensor which satisfies

8tIBB+(u-V)B+/\i(IB—H) - VuB +B(Va) + aAB in Q. (¢). (2.1¢)
+

Here, o > 0 is a constant that accounts for possible stress diffusion, A\, > 0 are the relaxation
parameters for the viscoelastic fluid phases and Rng is the set of all symmetric (d x d)-
matrices. Similarly to before, we define A(-,t) = A (1 - Xj0_(¢)) + A= Xjo_()-

We point out that the Oldroyd-B equation (2.1¢) with « = 0 serves as a model that
approximates fluid-structure interaction problems [49]. Sending the relaxation parameter A,
to zero in one phase results in a representation of a Newtonian fluid where B =1, indicating
that the stress tensor does not have an elastic contribution. In contrast, increasing the
relaxation parameter to infinity in another phase suggests that (2.1c) governs the dynamics
of the left Cauchy—Green tensor in a solid, which may exhibit viscoelastic properties if u > 0,
or be entirely elastic when p = 0. In this context, the tensor B can be interpreted as the
left Cauchy—Green tensor associated with the purely elastic part of the total mechanical
response of the fluid, also known as the elastic Cauchy—Green tensor [47].

The case « > 0 can be seen as a mathematical regularisation, improving the regularity of
the solutions. On the other hand, there is a physical justification for the additional diffusive
term aAB in (2.1c), taking the macroscopic closure of specific particle-based systems [16].

2.1 Conditions at the free interface and on the boundary

We now derive conditions which need to hold on the boundary 9 and at the interface I'(t)
using an energy identity. For future reference, we recall the following transport identities



from [14, Thm. 33, Thm. 35]:

d +
= 2.2
) f bdzx f Ocbdx - fr(t) V [b]Z ds, (2.2)

d

L1 1q :—[ Vds, 2.3
dt fr(t) ° F(t)H 8 (23)
d
< 1d :/ Vds, 2.4
dt Ja_@) . I'(t) s (2:4)

where k denotes the mean curvature of the interface I'(t), i.e., the sum of the principal
curvatures of I'(¢), with the convention that k is negative where Q_(¢) is locally convex.
We also define the jump across the interface in the normal direction by [b] = b, —b_,
where by = b, ) for scalar, vector or matrix valued functions b: Q x (0,7") - X with
X e {R,R? Rx4},

Let us introduce the energy of the two-phase viscoelastic model (2.1) with free interface
INGIE

E(u,IB%,F(t)):/;Z(g|u|2+%Tr(]B%—lnIB%—]I))der/l:(t)'yds, (2.5)

which consists of the kinetic, the elastic and the interfacial energy with surface tension v > 0.

The elastic energy density < Tr(B-InB-I) has been introduced in [40] and will ensure that

B remains positive definite, provided that it is positive definite at the initial time. We point
out the identity TrInB = IndetB for positive definite symmetric matrices by applying the
logarithmic function to the spectrum of B. From a physical point of view, the positive
definiteness of B is an important property to avoid compression to a single point or (local)
self-interpenetration within the material [43].

Taking the time derivative of the energy (2.5) and using the transport identities (2.2)
and (2.3), we obtain

d _ P 2 G
&E(u,]B%7F(t))—fQ€9t(§|u| + 2 Te(B-InB-1))da

+
p, 2 G f

- = —Tr(B-1InB -1 ds - ds.

fr(t)V |[2|u| + 5 r( n )ﬂ_ s F(t)'y/fV s

Taking the dot product of (2.1a) with u, integrating over £ and using that p is constant in
the subdomains Q. (t), we obtain

/Qat(g|u|2)dm:/Q(—u-V(g|u|2)+div(2,uID)(u)—p]I+'H‘e)-u+(pf1+f2)~u)dx.

Integrating by parts over the subdomains Q. (¢) yields
—fQu-V(g |u|2)dac = fQ g luf® div(u) dz - [89 g lul®u-nds

+
+ ﬁ(t) |[g |u|2u-u]]7 ds,
and
fQ div(2uD(u) - pl + T,) - udz
=- L (2w ID(w)[® - pdiv(u) + T : Vu)dz + /89 u'(2uD(u) - pl + T, )nds

- /F(t) [u"(2uD(u) - pL + T.) 1/]]:r ds,



where we used D(u) : Vu = D(u) : D(u) = |]D(u)|2 and pll : Vu = pdiv(u). By taking the
Frobenius inner product of (2.1¢c) with g(ﬂ —-B!) and integrating over , we get
G G
/;zét(aTr(IB%—lnIB%—H))dx = —fg (u.v(ETr(B-lnB-ﬂ)) ~T.:vu)ds

—f(gTr(IB%+IB%’1—2]I)—§A]B%:(H—B’l))dx,
QN2 2

where we used the symmetry of B and (I-B™!) and elementary properties of the Frobenius
inner product to write %(VuIB% +B(vu)) : I-B ') =GB-1I): Vvu = T, : Vu and
(B-1): (I-B!) =Tr(B+ B! -2I). Again, from integration by parts over the subdomains
Q4 (t), we have
v(G Tr(B-InB-1))d
/;2 u 5 T ( n ))dx

G . G
—/Q5Tr(IB%—1n]B—H)d1v(u)dx—faﬂiTr(B—ln]B—H)u-nds

G +
+ f |[ Tr(IB—lnIB%—]I)uq/]] ds,
r@) || 2 _

and

G AR (1-B ) de
Q 2

aG 1 aG -1
= —VB: VB —(n-V)B: (I-B
fQ 5 VB:V da:+/;)Q 5 (n-V)B:( )ds

_fm) HO;G(V-V)IB: (11—15%‘1)]]+ ds.

Collecting the computations from above and using (2.1b), i.e., div(u) = 0, we get the general
energy identity

d
&E(uv B? F(t))

G B G )
:_L(2M|D(u)|2+aTr(IBS+IB§ 1_2H)—a7v153:v13 1)dx+fﬂ(pf1+f2).udx

T aG i mel
+fm(u (QND(U)—p]I+'JI‘G)n+7(n~V)IB%.(]I B ))dx
-/ Craf+ E (B -mB-1))u nds
0 2 2
# f o (7 15V = [ (26D(0) ~pl < )] ) s
S (Chaf + S -z D) (wv-0)] - [Cwv)E: -2 +)ds
T(t) 2 2 B 9 : i .
(2.6)
If B is positive definite, we point out that it holds

1
~VB: VB> |VIrnB},  Tr(B+B-21) - [ “B 2 >0, (2.7)

see [15, Lem. 3.1] for the first statement in (2.7). Hence, the energy identity (2.6) motivates
the application of specific conditions at the boundary 992 and the interface T'(¢) to ensure
that all integrals across 92 and I'(¢) on the right-hand side of (2.6) are zero. At the
boundary 0f2, we set

(2uD(u) -pl+Te)n=0, u-n=0 on OnQ x (0,7T), (2.8a)
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u=0 on pQ x (0,7, (2.8b)
an-v)B=0 on 00 x (0,7, (2.8¢)

where 0 € R? and O € R%? denote the zero vector and zero matrix, respectively. Here,
OpQ c 99 is assumed to be closed and have positive surface measure % (dpQ) > 0, and
we define INQ = 0Q N IpQ). At the interface I'(¢), we prescribe the jump conditions

[u]f =0, ~[2uD(u) - pl + T )" v = yxv, (2.9a)
a[B]f =0, a[G(v-Vv)B]! =0, (2.9b)

and, for the interface evolution, we assume that the normal velocity satisfies
V=uv on I'(1). (2.10)

Note that in the case a = 0, the conditions (2.8¢) and (2.9b) are not needed. We close the
viscoelastic two-phase system (2.1), (2.10), (2.8), (2.9) by fixing the initial conditions

') =Ty, u(,0)=ue(-), B(,0)=Be(-) inQ,

where 'y, ug and By are given initial data. We assume throughout that By is symmetric,
ie., Bo: Q » RI* as (2.1c) preserves the symmetry of B for symmetric initial data.

We remark that in the absence of viscoelastic effects, our model describes the two-phase
Navier—Stokes flow. Similarly to, e.g., [6, 10, 30, 37], we have to compute surface tension
forces and consequently curvature quantities, see (2.9a). Therefore, it is essential to find a
suitable description for the mean curvature of the interface. In this context, the equation

kv = A id on I'(¢), (2.11)

represents the relationship between the mean curvature vector kv and the Laplace—Beltrami
operator Ay = div, oV applied to the identity map on the manifold T'(¢), with divs and Vg
denoting surface divergence and surface gradient on T'(t), respectively. Initially introduced
by [24] for approximating curvature-driven interface evolution through linear finite elements,
this idea was expanded in subsequent studies by [6, 30, 37] and used in, e.g., [11, 10, 33].
Likewise, the approach of the current paper to approximate the mean curvature also depends
on a weak formulation of the identity (2.11).

2.2 Variational formulation of the model

We now state a variational formulation, which is the starting point for the finite element
approximation of the viscoelastic two-phase model. We multiply the equations (2.1), (2.10),
(2.11) with time-dependent test functions, integrate over Q or, respectively, I'(¢), integrate
by parts and use the interface conditions (2.9), the boundary conditions (2.8) and the
transport identity (2.2). We only note the calculation

fQGtIB%:de+/Q(u-V)IEB:G
d

:an]Ba.de—fQ]Ba.atde—Lm(u-v)de
—'/Qdiv(u)IB:de+f{mu-nIB%:Gds+/F(t) (V[B:G]: - [u-vB:G])ds, (2.12)

where G(-,t) € H'(Q;R&?) is a time-dependent test function. Note that the last three
terms in (2.12) vanish due to (2.1b), (2.8), (2.9a) and (2.10).

Subsequently, the variational formulation is as follows. Find time-dependent functions
u, p, B, X and  such that u(-,t) € HL(Q;R?), p(-,t) € L*(Q), B(-,t) ¢ H(Q;RI?),
X (-, t) e HY(YT;R?) and x(-,t) € L*(Y) with

1 1 1 1
O:%/g;ipu~wdx+/Q§p8tu'wd:z—/g;ipu~3twdx+f95p(u~v)u~wdx
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_[Q%pu.(u.v)wdxa-‘/QQuD(u):]D)(w)dx—/ﬂpdiv(w)dx

B-T): d—f ~d—fff~, 2.1
+fQG( ):vwdz F(t)vnl/ wds Q(p1+ 2) W (2.13a)
O:deiv(u)qu, (2.13b)
d 1
0—&fQ]B%.(de—fQIB%.atde—/QB.(u-V)de+/QX(]B%—]I).de
- /Q 2vu: (GB)da + fﬂ avB: vGdz, (2.13¢)
- X - : 2.1
0 fr(t)&g vxds fr(t)u vyds, (2.13d)
0= ¢d f X V(¢ ds, 2.13
F(t)/m/ (ds+ m)v Vs¢ds (2.13e)

for a.e. t € (0,7) and for all time-dependent test functions w(-,¢) € HL(Q;R?), q(-,t) €
L3(Q), G(-,t) e HY(Q;RI*Y), x(-,t) e L*(Y) and (-, t) € H(T;R?). Here we define

HLY(Q;RY) = {ze H' (%R |z=0 on dpQ, z-n=0on dnQ}.

In the case without viscoelasticity, e.g., by setting G = 0, the system (2.13) coincides
with the weak formulation from [10] for two-phase Navier—Stokes flow.

Similarly to [11, 10], we employ a slight abuse of notation in (2.13a), (2.13d) and (2.13e),
in the sense that here and throughout this paper, functions defined on the reference manifold
T are identified with functions defined on T'(t).

2.3 Energy identity and volume conservation

For completeness, we now present an energy identity for sufficiently smooth solutions to
the variational formulation (2.13) with B being positive definite, which follows directly from
(2.6) by applying the boundary conditions (2.8) and the interface conditions (2.9) and (2.10).
Let (u,p,B,X, k) denote a smooth solution to (2.13) and assume that B is positive definite.
Then, it holds for a.e. t € (0,T") that

d r/p, o G d
S (L T (B -nB-1))ds + — d
3 Jo (Gl + S @ -mB-D)dor G [ qds
+ f (2u ID(u) + G @t —oy - Cyp. VIB‘l) dz
Q 2\ 2
:fﬂ(pf1+f2)-udx. (2.14)

A different method to obtain (2.14) involves applying energy estimates to the variational
formulation (2.13), similar to our approach in the finite element method. Specifically, (2.14)
is derived by choosing the test functions w=u, ¢ =p, G = %(H—B‘l), x = —vk and ¢ = v9; X
within (2.13). Let us only mention the geometric identity

d
S 14 :/ X :v.0,X ds, 2.15
dt [F(t) y r(t)v VsOr 2 ds ( )

and the computation

i . -1 . -1 . -1
dthIB.(H B )dx+fQIB%.8tIB% dx+[QIEB.(u V)B dz

d
—anTr(IB%—]I)dx—fﬂatTrln]Bd:c—/Q(u~V)Trln]B%dx, (2.16)



which are based on the transport identities (2.2)—(2.3), integration by parts over the sub-
domains Q,(¢) and (2.11). Similarly, using (2.2), integration by parts over the subdomains
Q.(t), (2.13b) with ¢ = 3 TrInB and (2.13d) with x = [2 TrInB]*, we note that

antTrlnIBadme(u.v)Trlanx
:%LTrlnIB%dz—Ldiv(u)Trln]B%dx-r/;(t)(V—um)[[TrlnIB%]]fds

d
- < [ rmBde. 2.1
dt/g rinBde (217

Combining (2.15), (2.16) and (2.17) with the aforementioned testing procedure then allows
to derive (2.14) from (2.13).

Another important property of all smooth solutions to (2.13) is the volume conservation
of the bulk regions Q,(t). Using the transport identity (2.4), (2.13d) with x = 1, the Gauss
theorem and (2.13b) with ¢ = xjq_(s), it holds

d .4 B B B . B
&E (Q-(t)) = fr(t)VdS = [F(t)u vds = [lev(u) Xjo_) dz =0, (2.18)

where £%(-) denotes the d-dimensional Lebesgue measure. The volume of €2, (¢) does not
change due to the fact that Q. (¢) = Q~ Q_(¢t).

3 Finite element approximation

The main goal of this section is to introduce and study a fully discrete finite element ap-
proximation based on the weak formulation (2.13) for which the existence of at least one
discrete solution with a positive definite tensor B is guaranteed. Moreover, we show that
any solution to the discrete system satisfies a stability inequality.

In the remainder of this work, we consistently assume the following. Let T > 0 and
let Q c R d e {2,3}, be a bounded Lipschitz domain with a polygonal (or polyhedral,
respectively) boundary 9. Moreover, we assume that dpQ c 9 is closed and has a
positive surface measure, and we set InQ = IQ N IpQ. We divide the time interval [0,7]
into equidistant subintervals [¢"~!,#"] with ¢" = nAt and t"T = T, where At = NLT, Nr eN
andn € {0,...,Nr}. Forany n € {0,..., Nr—1}, we require 7" to be a regular partitioning of
) into disjoint open simplices such that Q = Ugern K, and we set A" := maxge7n diam(K).
We always assume that Op§2 and 7" are given such that Op€ is exactly matched by the
sides in T™. Moreover, we assume that the family of triangulations is shape regular, i.e.,
there exists a constant C' > 0 which is independent of ™, n € {0,..., Ny}, such that

diam(K
sup iam(K)

KeTn K

<C,

where 7k denotes the diameter of the largest inscribed ball in the simplex K € 7". In the
case a > 0 we also require that 7™ consists of non-obtuse simplices only, i.e., all dihedral
angles of any simplex in 7" are less than or equal to 7.

For k € N and n € {0,..., Ny — 1}, we introduce the finite element space of continuous
and piecewise polynomial functions

Spi={qeC(Q) | qx e Pe(K) VK eT"},
and the finite element space of discontinuous and piecewise constant functions

Sy ={qe L' (Q) | qr e Po(K) VK eT"}.



The standard nodal interpolation operators are denoted by Ij: C Q) - S; and their defi-
nitions are naturally extended to vector and matrix valued functions, i.e., I}: C (Q;R?) -
[S7]? and I7: C(Q;RED) — [S1]2¢] respectively. Moreover, we recall the standard projec-
tion operator I5: L'(2) - S& mapping to the space of discontinuous and piecewise constant
functions.

For the approximation space of the tensor B, we choose S = [S]¢*?. Let (U",P") with
U™ c HL(Q;R?) be a pair of finite element spaces on 7™ that satisfy the inf-sup condition

(divw, q)

inf sup ——F——— > (), (3.1)
q€P {0} welUn {0} ”VVHH1 HQHLz

where Cj > 0 is a constant independent of k", and P = P" n L2(Q), where L2(Q) = {q €
L*(Q) | [ qdz = 0}. Possible examples, which satisfy the inf-sup condition, are the lowest
order Taylor-Hood element for d = 2,3, also called the P2-P1 element, or the P2—(P1+4P0)
element for d = 2, i.e.,

(U™, P") = ([S5]" n H (%R, ST, (3.2a)
(U™, P") = ([85]7 n HH (Y RY), S7+ 85, (3.2b)

see, e.g., [26, Chap. 4.2.5] for (3.2a) and [18] for (3.2b). Other stable pairs such as the
MINT element [35] (d = 2,3) or the P2-P0 element [18] (d = 2) are not considered in this
work for the following reasons: The MINI element requires higher order quadrature rules
to ensure exact integration, while the P2-P0 element does not contain P1 functions in the
pressure space, which however are used in the stability estimates when dealing with the
term B : (u- V)G from (2.13¢). In principle, P = §§ would be possible if the approximation
space of the tensor B is S = [S;]4*?. Then, a different approximation of expressions with
spatial derivatives of B has to be applied. For more details, we refer to [7].

Similarly to [10], we introduce the following parametric finite element spaces. Let I'" c
R?, d e {2,3}, be a (d - 1)-dimensional polyhedral surface, i.e., a union of non-degenerate
(d - 1)-simplices without hanging vertices (see [23, p. 164] for d = 3), approximating the
closed surface I'(t"), n € {0,..., Ny — 1}. More precisely, let T(T'™") be a family of mutually
disjoint open (d - 1)-simplices such that I'" = User(rny@. Then, for n e {0,..., Ny -1}, we
define

V(™) = {x e C(I'") | xjp ¢ Pr(0) Vo e T(I™)} c H(I™),
V(") = [V(I™)]? c HY(T™;RY).

We let (-, -) denote the L? inner product in Q. By (-, )g-n we define the mass-lumped
inner product in €2 with respect to the mesh 7™ as

h
(a. b)), =

>, K] Z i a(p) b(p), (3-3)
d 1l g oK

where a,b e L=(Q) are piecewise continuous functions with possible jumps across the sides
of the elements K € T™. Here, pkK, k€{0,...,d}, are the vertices on K € T™. Similarly, we
let (-, -)p. denote the L? inner product on the current polyhedral surface I'". Moreover, we

define a mass-lumped inner product (-, )?n of I'™ as

1 d-1
= = I 4
i 2 lolX o a(a)b(a) (3-4)

oeT (I'n)

h
(a7 b)rn

where a,b e L (I'™) are piecewise continuous functions with possible jumps across the sides
of the interface elements o € 7 (I'™), where q7, k € {0, ...,d-1}, are the vertices of o € T(I'™).
For continuous functions, the mass-lumped inner products (3.3), (3.4) can be expressed as

(a,b)r. = (3[ab], 1) Va,beC(Q),
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(a, b7 = (T{[ab], ). Va,beC(I™).

Moreover, we naturally extend the definitions of (3.3), (3.4) to vector and matrix valued
functions.

Given I'", we denote the interior and exterior of I'" by Q" and Q7, respectively, such
that T™ = 90" = Q" n Q7. Then, we partition the elements of the bulk triangulation 7™ into
interior, exterior and interfacial elements, i.e.,

Tr e (KeT" K@), Tr={KeT"|Kcou},
o ={KeT"|KnI" #a}.

Note that in the case of a fitted bulk mesh it holds that 7%, = @. Moreover, we see
that 7" = 7" 07 u TS is a disjoint partition which can be computed with a practical
algorithm from [12]. Here we assume that I'™ has no self-intersections, and for the numerical
experiments in this paper this is always the case. Moreover, we define the piecewise constant
unit normal ¥™ to I'" such that ¥™ points into 7.

Similarly to [12], we define the following practical approximation of the mass density
p(t) = pr(1 = xj0_1)) + P- Xjo_@t)- For m € {0,..., Ny — 1}, we define the discrete mass
density p™ € S elementwise on any K € 7" as

p- KeT™,
(P" )i =4 P+ KeT!, (3.5)
s(p-+ps) KeTh.

We note that in the case of a fitted bulk mesh, (3.5) reduces to p" = p, (1-x|0n ) +p- Xjor € Sg-
We define p™, A" € S§ analogously to (3.5) as the approximations of the shear viscosity u(-,t)
and the relaxation parameter (-, t), respectively. For other possible definitions, we refer to,
e.g., [10].

3.1 A stable fully discrete approximation

Let the closed polyhedral hypersurface I'’ be an approximation of I'(0) and let u® e U°
and BY € SV positive definite be approximations of ug and By, respectively. Then, for any
ne{0,...,Np -1}, find (u™t pntt Bt Xt gntl) e Un <« P x S™ x V(I'™) x V(I'™) with
B"*! positive definite such that

1 - n..n 1 n _n-— n n..n
0= A7 (ph ™ - (15" HIsu™, w) + SA: (IGp" (0™ -T5u™), w)
1 1

L @ ) w) - L (@ yw))

+(2u0"D(u™), D(w)) - (p™*, divw) + G (B™' -1, vw)

—y (k""" w)Fn —(p e+ 2 w), (3.6a)
0= (diva™"', q), (3.6b)
0= E(IB% "-B",G),, —MZZI([u A (B, 0,,G)

+ (5= (B™' -1), G)’;n —2(vu", I} [GB™]) + o (VB VG), (3.6¢)
0=(k"v", C)?n + (VX" V) (3.6)

1
0= A (X" -id)-v", X)?n - (u”Jr1 v X>F" , (3.6e)

for any (w,q,G,¢,x) € U x P" x §" x V(I'™) x V(I'), and set T := X"*}(I'). Here we
have defined fl-”j =10 f;(¢"*1) e U™, i € {1,2}, where here and throughout we assume that
f; e C([0,T]; O(;R?)), i € {1,2}. Moreover, we define 7~1:= 70 and p~! = p°.

11



For B"*! € S™ positive definite, the nonlinear quantity A;;(B"*!) e [Sy]%9, 4,5 €
{1,...,d}, is constructed similarly to [7] such that the identity

d
ST A (B 0, T [(B) ] = 9, I [TrIn(B™) ] (3.7)
j=1

holds on any simplex K € 7™ and for each i € {1,...,d}. The identity (3.7) will be useful in
the energy estimates on the fully discrete level, as we then have with integration by parts
and (3.6b) that

d
'Z—:1 ([u™')i Ay ;(B™), 0, 17 [(B™1)7H]) = (u™*!, VIT [TrIn(B™)7']) = 0. (3.8)

Without mesh adaption and if u™ is divergence-free with respect to the discrete pressure
space, meaning (divu™, g) = 0 for all ¢ € P""! = P", the expression [u™*'];A; ;(B"*!) in
(3.6¢) can be substituted by [u™];A;;(B"*!). Thus, (3.8) remains correct when u™*! is
replaced by u™.

For the sake of completeness, we state the definition of A; j(B"*'). Let K denote the
standard open reference simplex in R? with vertices Py, ..., Pa, where Py is the origin and
Di, i €{1,...,d}, is the i-th standard basis vector in the R?. Given a non-degenerate simplex
K € T™ with vertices pf, ..., pg, there exists an invertible matrix Ax € R%? such that the
affine transformation

BKZRQK, )A(Hpé<+AK)A(
maps vertex p; to vertex pX, i€ {0,...,d}. Similarly to [7], we introduce the notation
B(X) =B(Bk (X)), (TiB)(X)=(ZTuB)(Bk (X)), VxeK, BeC(K;R$Y),

and we define Bf = IB%(pJK)7 j€{0,...,d}, for any B € S" and K € T", where p{,...,p¥

denote the vertices of the simplex K. On the reference element K, we define

+ oy | BE if BX = BY,
Ai(B) =1 % N(RE K)o K ?{

BX +X\(B)(BE -BEX)  if BX #BE,
where )\i(@) eR,ie{l,...,d}, are defined as

Trin(BX)™ - Trin(BE) ™ +BX : (- (BF) ™ + (BE)™)
(BE -BE): (- (BE)' + (BE) ™)

)\i (R) =

With the help of A;(B), we define Aij(B)x € R4 i je{l,...,d},on KeT" by

d ~ A~
Aii(B) = Y [(AR)  Tim A (B) [AfcIm,j € RS,

m=1

on any K € 7™ and for each i,5 € {1,...,d}. By construction, we see that the quantity
{[As;(B)]mntijmoneq1,...,ay is a fourth-order tensor that is constant on each element K € 7"
for B € S" positive definite. Besides, A; j(B);x € R3¢ continuously depends on By for any
K € T" and for each 4,5 € {1,...,d}. We note that it follows from the construction that
(3.7) is fulfilled and it holds A\;(B) € [0,1], where the proof is similar to [56, Lem. 3.6], using
that —In(-) is strictly convex as a function on the set of positive definite matrices. As the
family of triangulations is shape regular, one can derive an error estimate for A; ;(B) to
conclude that A; ;(B) ~ ¢; ;B for all i,j € {1,...,d} and B € S"™ positive definite, where §; ;
denotes the Kronecker symbol. For similar approaches, we refer to [7, 8, 34].
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For the mathematical analysis of (3.6), it is convenient to introduce a reduced version
where the discrete pressure is eliminated. This can also be important if (U™, P") does not
satisfy the inf-sup condition (3.1). Let

0 ={uel"|(divu, q)=0VYqgeP"}.

Then the discrete pressure can be eliminated from (3.6) to produce the following reduced
variant. For any n € {0,..., Np -1}, find (u™*!, B+ X"+ x+1) e U2 xS" x V(I'™) x V(I'™)
with B™"! positive definite such that

1

= g (P = (G It w) + o (15 (T - T, w)
+ 2 ([ )] ow) = L (o, (1 v)w))
(2M"D(u”+1) ,D(w))+G (B -1, vw)
-y (™", W)F" —(p e+ 2w, (3.9a)
0= (@B ), - 3 (W) A (). 0,,6)
i,j=1

+ (5B -1y, G) -2(vu™ 17 [GB™]) + a (VB™, VG), (3.9b)
0= (""", c)rn +(V X", Vi) s (3.9¢)
0= Alt ((X"Jrl id) -v", X)?n - <u"+1 v, X)l"n , (3.9d)

for any (w,G, ¢, x) € Uj x S" x V(I'™) x V(I'™), and set ["*! = X"+ (T™).

Remark 3.1. The discrete systems (3.6) and (3.9) are nonlinear due to the coupling of
[u"*1]; with the nonlinear quantity A; ;(B"') e [S§]%, i,7 € {1,...,d}, and the coupled
term (Vu’“r1 7 [GB””]) in the viscoelastic equation. Notably, without viscoelastic effects,
our approzimations (3.6) and (3.9) coincide with the scheme, and its pressure-free variant,
from [10] for two-phase Navier—Stokes flow, which are both linear. This linearity is attributed
to the explicit treatment of the interface I'™ and the approzximation v" of the unit normal,
as well as the lagging in the approzimation p™ of the density.

Furthermore, we aim to compute a positive definite B"™' € S™, which is essential for our
approximations to satisfy a discrete energy inequality based on (2.14), where the positive
definiteness of the tensor B is required. The identity (3.7), involving the nonlinear quantity
A j(B™ YY) e [S§]%d fori,j e {1,...,d}, is crucial to derive this discrete energy inequality.
To construct A; j(B™') e [Sp]¥?, 4,5 € {1,...,d}, the discrete tensor B"*! € S™ must be
positive definite. It is also worth noting that the test functions G € S™ in (3.6¢) and (3.9b),
respectively, only need to be symmetric to ensure the symmetry of B"*1.

Before we prove the existence and stability for a solution to (3.6), we introduce the
notion of a vertex normal on I'". This definition is combined with an assumption that is
needed in the existence proof.

Assumptions 3.2. For n € {0, .. -1}, we assume that H* (o) > 0 for all interface
elements o € T(I'™), and that F" c Q For ke {1,...,K.}, let qf denote the vertices of
I'". Define 2} ={o | q} €7}, and set

o= U7 wi= W Zan Ho) vl

We further assume that
dim span{w?,..., w%gn} =d, (3.10)
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for any ne{0,...,Np—1}.
Moreover, in the case o >0 we also require that the bulk mesh T™ consists of only non-
obtuse simplices, i.e., all dihedral angles of any simplex in T" are less than or equal to

us

5 -

We stress that (3.10) is a very mild assumption and is only rarely violated, usually
occurring only in exceptional cases, such as surfaces with self-intersections. More details
can be found in [9]. The assumption (3.10) is used in the proof of Lemma 3.8 to conclude
the unique solvability of the linear subsystem (3.6d)—(3.6e) if the velocity u™*! is already
given. This idea is related to the Schur complement approach from [10] which is used in
Section 4 for the numerical computations. However, constructing a non-obtuse mesh 7"
in the case d = 3 for a general polytope € is not straightforward. In the case a > 0, this
assumption is needed for a discrete analogue of the inequality (2.7), as seen in (3.16). Note
that in the case a = 0 the assumption of non-obtuse simplices is not needed at all.

We now present our main result, which is valid with stress diffusion (« > 0) and without
stress diffusion (a = 0).

Theorem 3.3. Let Assumptions 3.2 hold true.

(i) There exists a solution (u™*' B X" gty € Ul x S™ x V(I'™) x V(T'™) to (3.9)
with B™! positive definite.

(ii) If (u™*h pntt Bt X+ gty e U x P x S x V(IT™) x V(I'™) with B™™ positive
definite solves (3.6), then (u™*t B X"+ k1) is a solution to (3.9).

(iii) If the pair (U™, P™) satisfies the inf-sup condition (3.1), then there exists a solution
(utt prtt Bl Xt gty e Unx P xSt x V(I™)x V(I™) to (3.6) with B! positive
definite.

(iv) All solutions to (3.9) with B! positive definite satisfy
LIV R (B 1), + om0

+ 5|\v18p"‘1(u"+1 ~Lu") 7. + QAt\I\/u”D(u"+l)|\i2

+ At (5%, Te(B™ + B! 2]1))T" +At |\v1" Trin B3,

2" 0

1
< IV e+ (W(E), D + W*l(r’w FAL(PM T T ),
(3.11)

where W(B) = % Tr(B - 1nB -1) is the elastic energy density.

Proof. The proofs of (i) and (iv) are presented in the next subsection. The statement in
(ii) follows directly from the definition of the discrete function space Uf, while (iii) follows
from (i) and the inf-sup condition (3.1). O

The above theorem allows us to prove unconditional stability.

Theorem 3.4. Let Assumptions 3.2 hold true. In addition, we assume that
2" Iu"? d +fI”WIB3" d gf "a”? d +fI"‘1WIB%" dz,
[t mut P e [ W@ des [ o P doe [ 5TW (B da

which, e.q., is fulfilled if no bulk mesh coarsening in time is performed. Then, it holds for
any n€{0,...,Npr -1}, that

,” / un+1”L +(W(Bn+1) )T” +’YHd 1(Fn+1)
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1 n
52 VRt (@ = T5u®) |72 + 2408 3 Vit D(a ) |7

k=0 k=0

Z (555, Tr(B** ! + [BM1]! - 2]1)),;_ + AtO;— Z | VT8 TrInBF 12,

< §H\/ |7, + (W(BY), 1)T_ +yHE 1(F0)+AtZ( FEL £ ubt) D (312)

3.2 Proof of the stability and existence results

We now present the proof of Theorem 3.3, which is divided into the following steps. First,
we introduce cut-offs in B in certain terms in the system (3.9), such that B"*! does not
have to be positive definite. After that, we derive an energy estimate for the regularised
problem, which holds uniformly in the regularisation parameter and in the discretization
parameters. This allows us to control the negative eigenvalues of B"™! uniformly in the
regularisation parameter. Then, using the energy estimates and a fixed-point argument,
we show the existence of at least one solution to the regularised system. Sending the
regularisation parameter to zero and extracting converging subsequences of solutions finally
proves Theorem 3.3, i.e., the limit functions form a solution to (3.9) with B"*! positive
definite. We reconstruct the pressure in the case when the inf-sup stability condition (3.1)
is met.
Given § > 0, we define a regularisation of the logarithmic function by

2+In(d) -1, s<9,

R = = 4
> 95() {ln(s), 52 0.

We further define B5(s) = g§(s)™' = max{s,d} for any s € R. In the following, we extend
these functions to matrix valued functions by applying them to the spectrum. In particular,
let B e R&*? be a symmetric matrix such that B = U'DU with an orthogonal matrix U and
a diagonal matrix D = diag(D11,...,Dgq). Then, for any scalar valued function F: R - R,
we define F(B) :=UTF(D)U, Where F(D) = dlag(F(Du) F(Dga)).

We recall the following result from [7, Lem. 2.1].

Lemma 3.5. For all B,G € R‘SiXd and for any § € (0,1), it holds

Tr (Bs(B) + Bs(B) ™" - 2I) >0, (3.13a)
(B - B5(B)) : (- g5(B)) >0, (3.13b)
(G -B): g5(B) > Tr (95(G) - 95(B)). (3.13¢)

In addition, if 6 € (0, 3], it holds

2 [Bl,

(3.13d)
25 |[B

Tr (B - g5(B)) {

B:(I-g5(B)) > 1|JBa| (3.13e)

where [-]- denotes the negative part function defined by [s]- = min{s,0} VseR.

Now, we introduce the following discrete problem with cut-offs in B. Let § > 0. For any
ne{0,...,Np -1}, let T™ be a closed polyhedral hypersurface and let u™ € C'(Q;R?) and
B” € C(Q RdXd) be given. Then find (uj*!, Byt X5+ £3*H) e Up x S™ x V(I'™) x V(I'™)
such that

1

_ E (pnugwl _ (I(V)Lpn—l)lg,un7 ) (I n-— 1(un+1 Igun)’ W)

2At
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# 5 (0 [ )y ] ow) - £ (0w (- 7)w))
+(20"D(ugt), D(w)) + G (ITBs(By ™) - 1, vw)

_’V< n+1l v W)Fn_( nfn+1+fn+l7w)’ (3143.)
d
0= (B =B G)y, - 3 ([0 1A, (B)), 0.,@)
i=1

+ (5 (B3 -1), G)*;n —2(vuytt, IF[GBs(By™)]) +a(VByH, VG),  (3.14b)
O _ (K,Z;Jrll/n 7 C)h + <v Xn+1 , V9<>

0= <(Xn+1—1d) v ,X)F” (ug*v™, X)) s (3.14d)

- (3.14¢)

for any (W,G,(,X) e U xS" x V(I'™) x V(I'™), and set 'y = Xp+1(I™).
For IB%?” € S™ not necessarily positive definite, the nonhnear quantity Aij (Bg‘”) €
[Si]%*? is constructed similarly to the unregularised version A, ; such that the identity

Z A (B : 05,17 [ Bs(By ) '] = 05, IF [TrIn(Bs(By ) ™H)] (3.15)
holds on any simplex K ¢ T™ and for each i € {1,...,d}. In particular, on the reference
element K, we define

Aé(lﬁ%) - 56(18{() R if 55(31‘[{) = ﬁé(Bé{)7
' Bs(BE) + A (B) (85 (BY) - Bs(Bf)) if B5(Bf) # B5(BY),

where \(B) € R, i € {1,...,d}, are defined as
TrIn(Bs(B)™") - Trin(Bs(Bf) ")
(Bs(BE) = B5(BE)) + (= Bs(BF) ™1 + Bs(BE) 1)
. Bs(BF) : (- Bs(BI) ™" + B5(Bg) ™)
(85 (BI) - Bs(BE)) : (- Bs(Bf) " + Bs(Bf) 1)
Then, we define A? Bk € R i je{l,...,d},on KeT" by

)\f(]ﬁ%) =

d
AL B = 2 (A} i AL (B) [Afc]ms ¢ RS,
on any K € 7™ and for each 4,j € {1,...,d}. Similarly to before, A?,j(IEB)|K € R‘SiXd is
constant on each element K € 7" and depends continuously on By for any K € 7™ and for
each i,7 € {1,...,d}. Moreover, it follows from the construction that (3.15) is fulfilled and
it holds A%(B) € [0,1]. Again, the proof is similar to [56, Lem. 3.6], using that —In(-) is
strictly convex as a function on the set of positive definite matrices.
We recall the following result from [34, Lem. 2.9].

Lemma 3.6. Let § € (0,1) and let all simplices K € T™ be non-obtuse. Then, for all B € S™
and all K € T™, it holds

_ 1,
- [ VB:VIBs(B) ] do > S|V} Trin B5(B) 3
1, _
= ~[VI Trn(85 (B) ™) 220 (3.16)

The goal is to show an analogue of the discrete energy inequality (3.11) for the regularised
discrete scheme (3.14).
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Lemma 3.7. Let § € (0,1) and n € {0,...,Np—1}. Let u™ € C(Q;R?) and B" € C(;RE*?)
be given and suppose that Assumptions 3. 2 hold. Then, any solution (u(;Jr1 IB%"+1 X”+1 :;*1) €
U xS™ x V(I'™) x V(I'™) to (3.14), if it exists, satisfies

SV (W), 1), M ()
fn\/I" T (uptt - )3 +2At\|¢—m><u”+l>n%2
+ At (55, Tr(Bs(By) + B5(B5 ) - 2D)) ., + At ||v1" Trln B (B )7
< 5n\/IgpnflI;u“ 172+ (Ws(B™), ) +yHT (™) + At ("7 + 541 w3, (3.17)

where Ws(B) = % Tr(B - g5(B) - 1).

Proof. The main idea is to use discrete analogues of the energy estimates and geometric
inequalities used in (2.14). In particular we set w = Atuj*! in (3.14a) and note the
elementary identity 2z(x —y) = 22 - y? + (x — y)? for all x,y € R, which gives

1
*H\/ u””l\Lz—*H Ippr a7
+*H gt (uf™! ~T3u")| 22 + 2A¢ [/ D(ug )| 2
+ At (Hnﬂé(ﬁrwl) I vun+1) At’y( n+1 " ug+1)rn + At (pnf1n+1 +f2"+17 ugL+1) )

(3.18)
In addition, we obtain with G = %AtG(I[ ~I7[Bs(BE*)71]) in (3.14Db) that
G n+1 n n+1
+ ALG Z ( n+1 Aij(]BgLJrl)’ aTJ]I?[Bé(Bng)—l])
7,7=1
+ At (55 (B -1), I-Bs(By+)” )
aG
- AtG (vuytt I Bs(BY) -1) - AtT (VB VIT[Bs(B)7']). (3.19)
Using (3.13c), we get
G h
3 (By*' -B", I-B5(By+")” )Tn > (Ws(By™), 1)T" (Ws(B"), 1)7 . (3.20)
Moreover, we have with (3.13a), (3.13b) and standard properties of the trace, that
(3 (B3 -1), I-Bs(By+)” )Tn > (5%, Tr(Bs(By™) + Bs(By )~ 211)) . (3.21)
Besides, it follows from (3.15) and uj** € UJ that
< 17. A6 1 1y-1
> ([ug™']s A7 (B, 00,17 (85 (B5 ) ™)
ij=1
= (gt vIT Trin(Bs(By ™)) = 0. (3.22)

In the case a > 0, we assume that as all simplices K € 7" are non-obtuse, see Assumptions
2. Therefore, it holds with (3.16) that

n n - « n n
—a (VBy™, VIT[Bs(B; ) ]) 2 SV Trln 55 (BS )|, (3.23)
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while in the case a = 0 we can ignore all terms with a.
Next, we choose ¢ = v(X5* —idr») in (3.14c), which gives together with [14, Lem. 57]
that

0 ,y< n+1 n X’I’L+1 _ 1d> + /_y (V X’I’L+1 V§(xgl+1 _ id)>1—|n
> 'Y< n+l o Xn+1 id>rn + ,de—l(l—\ng) _ ,de—l(l—m)’ (324)
where I'f*! := X2*H(I™). Moreover, setting x = —Atyxi*! in (3.14d) leads to

0=—y((X5*' -id) -»" n+1) + Aty (ug vt kT L (3.25)

r»

Finally, we can deduce the regularised energy inequality (3.17) from (3.18)—(3.25). O

Next, we show the existence of solutions to the regularised system (3.14). Here, we use
the unique solvability of the subsystem (3.14c)—(3.14d) with continuous dependence on the
velocity field to eliminate the parametrization X’”1 and the mean curvature ng”l. Then,
we apply a fixed-point argument to show the existence of a velocity field u"Jr1 and a tensor

IB%”+1 After that, we reconstruct X"Jrl and FL”+1

Lemma 3.8. Let § € (0, %] andn € {0,...,Np—1}. Let u™ e C(Q;R?) and B" € C(Q; RI*?)
be given and suppose that Assumptions 3.2 hold. Then, there exists at least one solution
(uptt B+ X k) e U x S™ x V(I™) x V(I™) to (3.14) which satisfies the discrete
energy inequality (3.17).

Proof. First, we consider the subsystem (3.14c)—(3.14d). Let u € U™ be given. Using (3.10)
in Assumptions 3.2, we conclude from the proof of [14, Lem. 66] that there exists a unique
solution tuple (X, k) € V(I'™) x V(I'™) to the linear discrete system

(0", O + (Vo X, Vil )y =0 V¢eV(I™), (3.26a)

1 " h
7<XV ,X>F":

1
At (id-v", )+ (v, ) YxeV(I™), (3.26b)

At

which depends continuously on u € U” as we are in finite dimensions, i.e, (X, k) = (X (u), s(u)).
Note that the continuous dependency may not be uniform with respect to the mesh size
A" > 0.

We define the following inner product

<<(U,B), (W7G)>> = (uv W) + (Bv G)};’n )

for any (u,B),(w,G) € Uy x S*. For given functions u” € C(Q;R?) and B" e C(Q;RZ*?),
we define the continuous mapping H: Uy x S™ - U x S” such that for any (u,B) € Uy x S™

(#H(u,B), (w,G))

2; (= G ) LT
*5 (p”, [(I3u” - V)u] -w) - 5 (p”, u-[(Iju"-v)w])

+ (26" D(w), D(w)) + G (17 55(B) - I, vw) =y (r(0) ¥", W),
- (pnf{wrl + f2n+1 ’ W) + é (B -B" ) G)i[L‘" - Zd: ([u]z Af,g(]B) s azJG)

1,7=1

nl(u I n)7w)

+(&B-T1), (G)Tn -2(vu, IT[GBs(B)]) + a (VB, VG),
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for all (w,G) € U} xS™. The function tuple (u,B, X(u),x(u)) with (X(u),x(u)) e V(I'") x
V(I'™) given by (3.26), if it exists, is a solution to (3.14) if and only if (u,B) e Uy x S™ is a
zero of H, i.e.,

(H(u,B), (w,G)) =0 vV (w,G) e Uy x S™.

In the following, we use the testing procedure from the proof of (3.17) in order to prove the
following assumption wrong: Let R >0 and suppose that the continuous mapping A has no
zero in the closed ball

Br={(w,G) e Uy xS" [ [[[(w,G)[l| < R},

where ||| - ||| is the norm induced by (-, -). Then, for such R > 0, we define a continuous
mapping Gr : Br — 0Bg by

H(w,G)
[I[#H (w, G)Il|
It follows from Brouwer’s fixed-point theorem [27, Chap. 8.1.4, Thm. 3] that there exists at

least one fixed-point (u?,B®) € By of the mapping Gg, i.e., it holds (u?, Bf) = Gr(uf?, B?)
and, as Gr: B — 0BR, we also have

I(a®, BH = [IG" (u", BE)| = R. (3.27)

Gr(w,G) =-R V(w,G) € Bg.

Next, the strategy is to show
0< (H(u",B"), (wF,G")) <0

for one specific tuple of test functions (w? G?) e Up x S", supposed that R > 0 is large
enough. This will disprove the assumption that H has no zero in Br. For the first inequality,
we apply the strategy from the proof of the discrete energy inequality (3.17), and for the
second inequality, we use that (uf?, B®) e By is a fixed-point of Gg. Let (X(u®),x(uf)) e
V(I'™) x V(I'™) be the unique solution to (3.26) with u replaced by u”. We define

(W, G™) = (Atu”, LALF(1-T7[B5(B™)'])) e Up xS,

Then, choosing ¢ = v(X(uf*) —idr») and x = Atys(u’?) in (3.26), we obtain analogously
to the proof of the regularised energy inequality (3.17) with a straightforward computation
that

«’H(uR,BR), (WR,(GR)»
1 h _
> §|\\/P"URH%2 +(Ws(B), 1), +yH (X (u™))
1 n..n
5l Ippn=t(u® —T3u")|7. + 248/ D(u")| 72

- h oG, _ .
+ A (557, Te(Bs(B™) + Bs(B) ™ = 21)) -, + At | VIT Trn 55 (B™) |7

1 n. .n n h - n nen s
= S VI g u" e = (Ws(B"), 1) = yHH(I™) = AL (p" 7 + 5717, u),
where, by using Holder’s, Young’s and Korn’s inequalities, the force term is controlled by
At (p T+ £ uft) > —OALp P + 57 |72 - Atmin{p, po )} [D(u)]3.,

where the constant C' only depends on p. and the domain. With the help of (3.13d) and an
inverse inequality, it follows analogously to [7] that there exist positive constants Cy(h™),
Cy(h™) which depend on the mesh size h™ such that

h
T?L

h

Tn - C(2(h“n)7

(Ws(B%), 1), > C1 (k)R (B, B)
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which implies that there exists another positive constant C3(h™) such that
(H(u® B, (wh,GR)) > Cluf2. + O (h) R (BR, BF)). — Ca(h™),

which is greater than zero if R >0 is large enough.
On the other hand, as (uf?,Bf) € By is a fixed-point of Gr, we have

bR BE
<<H(UR7BR), (WR,GR)» _ _|||H ( RJB% )||| «QR(uR,IB%R), (WR,GR)»
hiuB BE
_ _|||H ( RaB )||| <<(HR,IBR), (WR,GR)».

Again, it follows analogously to [7] by using (3.13e) and an inverse inequality that there
exist positive constants C3(h™), C4(h™) depending on h™ such that

(B, (w?,GR)) > Clu |2, + Cs(h")R™ (B, BF). — Cy(h™),

which is greater than zero if R > 0 is large enough, which implies <<H(uR, Bf), (wh, GR)>> <
0 for R > 0 large enough. In summary, we have shown

0 < (H(u® B"), (w,G")) <0

for R > 0 large enough, which yields a contradition. Hence, assuming that R > 0 is
large enough, the assumption that H does not have a zero in Br has been proven to be
wrong. Thus, there exists a zero (uf ,Bf) € Br of H and therefore we found a solu-
tion (uf BE, X (uf?), k(uf?)) to (3.14). The discrete energy inequality (3.17) follows from
Lemma 3.7 as all assumptions are fulfilled. O

We now finalise the proof Theorem 3.3. In particular, we identify subsequences of so-
lutions to the regularised system (3.14) and show that they converge to a solution to the
original discrete system (3.9), as § — 0. The proof relies mainly on the regularised energy
inequality (3.17) and the fact that we are in finite dimensions. The precise statement is
formulated in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.9. Let § ¢ (0,%] and n € {0,...,Npr —1}. Let T'™ be a closed polyhedral hy-
persurface, and let u" € C(Q;R?) and B" € C(Q;RI*?Y) be given with B™ being posi-
tive definite on Q. Further, suppose that Assumptions 3.2 hold. Then, there exists a
non-relabeled subsequence of {(up*!, B+t X2+l x+ 1)} o, where (uit Bt Xut g0+1) e
Uf x S™ x V(I'™) x V(I'™) solves the regularised system (3.14), and there exist functions
(ut B X gt e UR x S x V(T™) x V(I™) such that for the subsequence

ugwl N un+17 ngl N IBnJrl7 ngl N Xn+1, K/ngl N Hn+17

as & = 0. In addition, B! € S™ is positive definite and (0™, B, X"+ k") s a solution
to (3.9). Moreover, all solutions to (3.9) with B™* positive definite satisfy (3.11).

Proof. As 35(B}*!) is positive definite, we deduce from (3.17), (3.13d), Holder’s, Young’s
and Korn’s inequalities that there exists a positive constant C' which is independent of §
such that

1
g 15+ 107 1850+ 5 103 1B -1+ A 33 ™) ),
< C(ITu o + (Ws(B"), 1) + HH (™) + At + 857 7). (3.28)

As B" is positive definite, we have that (Ws(B"), 1)?—n - (W (B"), 1)?-,1 in the limit § - 0.

n+1

Hence, the right-hand side of (3.28) is uniformly bounded in ¢ > 0. Therefore, since uj*" and

20



B7*! are finite dimensional, we directly deduce from (3.28) that there exists a non-relabeled
subsequence such that ug”l —u"" e Uy and Bg*l — B! ¢ S” pointwise on Q, as § — 0.

Moreover, it follows from (3.28) that |[B2*']_| vanishes in the limit § - 0. Therefore,
B™*! is at least positive semi-definite. As 85 is Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant
equal to 1, and as B"*! is positive semi-definite, we obtain Bs(B?*!) - B"*!, as § — 0.
Moreover, (3.28) implies that I} |8s(By*!)~!| converges pointwise to a function in S}, which
is identified with I7 |[B"**]7!| € ST using the pointwise convergence of Bs(Bj*!) to B"*!
and the fact that Bs(By+!)Bs(By+!)™! = I. Therefore, Bs(Bi*!)™t — [B"*']™, as § — 0,
and hence B"*! is positive definite. From this we also have Tr gs(B3*') — TrIn(B"*') and
Trln Bs(B3*') - Trin(B"*'), as § — 0. Similarly, A?’j (B2 »> A, ;(B™*), as § — 0, where
A; j(B"*!) is defined similarly to Af’j(]B%g*l), with Af replaced by A;, which is defined
similarly to Af with )\f and (5 replaced by \; and the identity function, respectively, where
) is defined similarly to )\? with 85 replaced by the identity function.

We recall that for any given u € U”, we find a unique solution tuple (X, k) € V(I'") x
V(I'™) to the linear discrete system (3.26) which depends continuously on u € U", as we
are in finite dimensions. Therefore, taking the limit § - 0 gives X3*' - X"*! ¢ V(T") and
kI - g e V(I™), where (X™* k™) € V(I™) x V(I'™) is defined as the unique solution
tuple to (3.26) with u replaced by u™*!. In summary, we can now pass to the limit in (3.14)
and obtain the existence of a solution to the unregularised system (3.9). Fatou’s lemma and
the positive definiteness of B" allow us to pass to the limit in (3.17) to justify (3.11) for the
limit functions (u™*!, B+t X+l gnl),

To show that an arbitrary solution (u”™* B"*1 X" k") to (3.9) with B"*! positive
definite satisfies the discrete energy inequality (3.11), a similar testing procedure as in
Lemma 3.7 has to be performed. This involves choosing the test functions w = Atu™*! in
(3.9a), G = LAtG(I-IF[B"*']™) in (3.9b), ¢ = (X" —idp») in (3.9¢) and x = —~Atys™*!
in (3.9d). We point out the inequality

¢
2

h

h
7’71 2 -

(Bn+1 _ ]En , I- (BnJrl)—l) T

(W(B"™), 1), - (W(B"), 1),

which follows directly from the convexity of W(-), and
~o (VE™, VIT[ET) ) 2 TV TrinE

where the proof is similar to that of (3.16) and is based on the convexity of —In(-), requiring
only minor adjustments. Besides these two inequalities, the remaining steps are identical to
the proof of Lemma 3.7. O

3.3 Semi-discrete scheme and equidistribution of nodes

Similarly to other works, we have good mesh properties for our numerical method in practice.
To see this, we first state a semi-discrete analogue of (3.6).

Let 7" be an arbitrarily fixed regular partitioning of ) into disjoint open simplices such
that Q = Ugern K and such that dpQ is exactly matched by the sides in 7". We define the
finite element spaces S,i‘, St U", P" similarly to Sy, S™, U™, P*, where £ > 0. Moreover, we
denote the corresponding interpolation operators by IZ, IZ, ]IZ for scalar, vector or matrix
valued functions, respectively. Given T'"(t), we denote the exterior of T"(t) by Q"(t) and
the interior of T"(t) by Q"(¢), so that T (¢t) = 9Q"(¢). Similarly to before, we define the
piecewise constant unit normal v"(¢) to I'*(¢) such that v"(t) points into Q% (¢). Moreover,
we define p(t) € S&, ' (t) € SI and \'(t) € S} as semi-discrete analogues of (3.5). In the
following, we always integrate over the current interface I'"*(¢) using (-, ')F’L(t)’ where the

interface T () is described by the identity function X"(t) = idpn(y) € V(Th(t)).
We then formulate the semi-discrete analogue of (3.6) as follows. Let u”(0) e U*(0)
and B"(0) € S"(0) be given with B"(0) positive definite. Moreover, let T”(0) be a closed
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polyhedral hypersurface. Then, for all ¢ € (0,77, find u"(t) € U*, p"(t) e P, B"(t) e S*,
X" (t) e V(T (t)) and " (t) e V(I'"(t)), such that B"(t) is positive definite and

d1 1 1

0= FTE) (phuh , w) + 3 (phatuh, w) ~3 (phuh , 5‘tw)
1 1

+ 5 (Pha [(u"-v)u"] 'W) 5 (Pn ,utth [(Tyu” V)W])

+ (2,uh]D)(uh) , ]D)(w)) - (ph , divw) +G (IB%h -, VW)

—’}/(Iih v, W)rh(t) - (phflh +f2 w), (3.29a)
0= (divu", q), (3.29b)

d ion h h h ! h h
0= &(IEB ,G) - (B", 0:G).p,, _i;([u i Aij(B"), 0,,G)

+ (& (B"-1), G)’;h -2(vu", 17 [GB"]) + a(VB", VG), (3.29¢)
0=(s"v", C)ﬁh(t) +(v.X", vsq)mt), (3.29d)
0= (3,5Xh ol , X)?‘h(t) - <uh ol , X)Fh(t) , (3.29¢)

for all t € (0,T] and any (w,q,G,¢,x) € UM x P xS" x V(I (t)) x V(I'"(t)). Here we define
fh(t) =10 £(t) e U, i e {1,2}.
For the semi-discrete scheme (3.29), we have the following result.

Theorem 3.10. For any t € (0,T], let u™(t) e U(t), p"(t) € P"(t), B (t) € S"(t) with
B"(t) positive definite, X"(t) € V(T"(t)) and &"(t) € V(I'"(t)) be a solution to the semi-
discrete system (3.29). Moreover, let Assumptions 3.2 hold with T™ replaced by T"(t).

(i) It holds
GGV = (VB 1)+ (0 0) + VD)

h G
+ (%, Te(B" + [B"] L -2D))., + O;—d |VI" Indet B |2,

< (P + £y, u), (3.30)
where W(B) = $ Tr(B-InB -1).

(ii) For anyt e (0,T], it holds that T"(t) is a conformal polyhedral hypersurface. Moreover,
ifd =2, then T"(t) is weakly equidistributed for allt € (0,T], i.e., any two neighbouring
elements of the curve T"(t) have equal lengths or are parallel.

Proof. (i) This follows similarly to (2.14) and (3.11) by choosing the test functions w =
u”, ¢ =p", G =1iGI-TI[(B")]), x = —yx" and ¢ = 79, X" in the semi-discrete
scheme (3.29).

(ii) This follows directly from Equation (3.29d), see also [14, Def. 60 and Thm. 62].
O

The second statement in Theorem 3.10 motivates why the vertices of I'" in our fully
discrete scheme (3.6) are well distributed in practice. In [13, Sect. 4.1] it is discussed that
for d = 3 the geometric property of (ii) means that the interface mesh has a good mesh
quality.

There are also other methods in the literature that lead to a good mesh quality. One
possibility is to use an implicit interface description that, on the fully discrete level, leads
to a weakly equidistributed mesh for d = 2 and to a conformal polyhedral hypersurface for
d = 3. However, in general it is not clear whether solutions exist then, see also [14, Thm. 82].
For other approaches, we refer to [14, Sect. 4.6].
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3.4 XFEM for the conservation of the phase volumes

We have seen in (2.18) that the volume of the two phases §.(t) is conserved in time for
sufficiently smooth solutions to (2.13). The key feature is to use the characteristic function
Xlo_(+) as a test function in (2.13b). By this idea, we have volume conservation for the
semi-discrete scheme.

In the following, we allow for a time-dependent discrete pressure space P* (t), while [0
and S" are fixed.

Lemma 3.11. For any t € (0,T], let u"(t) € U, p"(t) € P"(t), B"(t) € S* with B"(t)
positive definite, X"(t) € V(I'"(t)) and k"(t) € V(T"(t)) form a solution to the semi-
discrete scheme (3.29). If Xjqr@) € P"(t), then the volume of Q"(t) is conserved, i.e., it

holds
d .q,n
—dt[, Q%)) =0, (3.31)

where L3(-) denotes the d-dimensional Lebesque measure.

Proof. This follows similarly to (2.18) by using the transport identity (2.4), (3.29¢) with
X =1, the Gauss theorem and (3.29b) with g = x|qn(¢), that

d n _
dt fQ’_l(t) Ldz= <atXh’ Vh)rh(t) - <uh ' Vh)Fh(t) = (div u’, XIQ’:(t)) =0.

O

This result for the semi-discrete scheme motivated the authors of [11] to extend the
pressure space P" by a single basis function, that is, xjg», which leads to good volume
conservation properties in practice. This is also referred to as the XFEMr approach, as
the extra contributions in (3.6b) due to xjo» can be written in terms of integrals over the
interface I' by using the Gauss theorem, i.e.,

0= (diva™", yjon ) = (u", u”)rn :

Unfortunately, in general we do not have exact volume conservation with the XFEMrp ap-
proach for the fully discrete scheme (3.6). In fact, choosing the test function x =1 in (3.6e),
using the Gauss theorem and noting that yjo» € P", yields

h
Fn

L

A (Xn+1 _ Xn’ Vn)

_ <un+1 ’ ,,n)rn = (div u"tt, X|Q:L) =0,

but, in general, it holds

1 1 h
- £d Qn+1 —Ed O")) £ — Xn+1 _Xn’ " )

(L) - £ # 1 .
However, we observe very good volume conservation properties for the fully discrete scheme,
as we show in Section 4. Similarly to other XFEM approaches, one cannot expect the inf-sup
condition (3.1) for (U™, P"), where P = PnP" with

P" = 8" +span{xjon} or P"=8"+Sy +span{xon}.

Therefore, (iii) in Theorem 3.3 in general does not hold, while (i), (ii) and (iv) in Theorem
3.3 and also Theorem 3.4 remain valid. For more details, we refer to [11].

As a natural generalisation of [11, Lem. 5], we can show with the XFEMr approach and
in the absence of external forces that the reduced discrete system (3.9) is capable of exactly
recovering discrete stationary solutions. Specifically, consider the initial conditions u® = 0,
B? =T and let T'° be a polyhedral surface with a constant discrete mean curvature & € R,
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i.e., T is an equidistributed polygonal curve for d = 2 and a conformal approximation of a
sphere for d = 3, see [13]. If in addition f{ = f; = 0 and X|oo € PO, then

(u,BY, X' k1) = (0,1, X" ) e UJ x S° x V(I'?) x V(I'?)

is a solution to (3.9) for n = 0. However, as in Theorem 3.3, the issue of uniqueness remains
unsolved.

The authors of [33] have recently introduced a stable fully discrete scheme for two-phase
Navier—Stokes flow with exact volume conservation. They use a time-weighted approxima-
tion ¥ of the unit normal, which, unlike the approach in [10], results in a nonlinear
scheme. The existence of solutions to the scheme from [33] has not yet been proven due
to the nonlinear definition of the time-weighted approximation of the unit normal. How-
ever, numerical tests have shown that their scheme can be easily solved with a fixed-point
iteration in practice. Let us consider our approximation for viscoelastic two-phase flow com-
bined with the time-weighted approximation of the unit normal from [33], i.e., (3.6a)—(3.6c)
combined with

0= (Iin#—lyn"’% , g)ﬁn + (vSXn+1 , VSC)Fn s (3323.)
1 . el h . .
0= Az ((XTL+1 —-id) v +1 , X>I‘n _ (u 1.y, ; X)F" ) (3.32b)

In this case, the identity

1 d/on+1 dronyy _ 1 n+1 n on+g h
~; (L@ )—E(Q_))_E<X X", v )F

is actually valid, see [33, Lem. 3.1], and it leads to exact volume conservation, i.e.,

1\h

é(ﬁd(ﬂfﬂ) - L4am) = é (X"+1 -X", 1/"+5> = (u”+1 , V")F” = (divu"Jrl , me) =0.

F’Fl
Therefore, if we consider (3.6a)—(3.6¢c) together with (3.32), we can show the same stability
result as in Theorem 3.3, i.e., all solutions to (3.6a)—(3.6¢c) together with (3.32) with B"*!
positive definite, if they exist, satisfy the discrete energy inequality (3.11). Although now
the existence of discrete solutions is open, we have the desirable property of exact volume
conservation in the case x|on € P".

3.5 Extension to a variable shear modulus

We now discuss an approach to deal with a variable shear modulus

G, 0.,
G("t)_{c_ in Q_(t),

which can be important in applications. For the natural analogue of the fully discrete
system (3.6), we cannot derive stability estimates with a variable shear modulus. To derive
stability estimates similar to Theorem 3.3, we would have to perform a testing procedure
that involves setting G = SIF[G"(I - (B"**)™")] in (3.6c), where G™ € Si is defined as in
(3.5). However, this approach encounters the problem that we would obtain multiple terms
containing I'[G™(B"*!)~1] that we cannot control. Thus, we need to consider a different
approach.

An idea to avoid these problems is to include the variable shear modulus G in a variational
formulation and to find a possible discretization for it. Therefore, we take the Frobenius
inner product of (2.1c) with GC, where C is a time-dependent test function, integrate over
Q and perform integration by parts over the subdomains 2, (¢), and use the fact that G is
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constant in the subdomains Q. (¢). Applying (2.10) and (2.9a), and in the case a > 0 also
using (2.9b) and (2.8¢), we obtain

= %(GIB%, C) - (B, &:(GC)) - (GB, (u-V)C) + ($(B-1), C)
-2(Vu, GCB) + a (GVB, vC), (3.33)

where C(-,t) € H'(Q;RZ*?) for a.e. t € (0,T).
Let us note that a natural choice for the discretization of : (GB, C) - (B, 0;(GC)) is

- (Gan+1 G IBn C)

A (]B” (G"-G™ 1)cc)

T At
an Bn+1 B" C
- 4 (@ -3,
Then, the fully discrete system with variable shear modulus reads as follows. Let I'? be an
approximation of T'(0) and let u® € U° and B € S” positive definite be approximations of ug
and By, respectively. Then, for any n € {0,..., Ny -1}, find (u™*!,pn*t1 B+l X+t gntl) ¢
U" x P* x S" x V(I'™) x V(I'™) with B"*! positive definite such that

1 1
— E (pn n+1 (In n— 1)In n ) + E (Igpn—l(un-H _ Igun) , W)
1 1
5 (0" [(@Gu - )] w) - o (o7, ' [(Tu” - v)w])
+ (QM"D(u”H) , ]D)(W)) - ( o+l leW) (G"(B”+1 -0, VW)
-y (™, W)Fn - (P £ W), (3.34a)
0= (div u" q), (3.34b)
d
n (mn+l n _ nr..n+ly. A mn+l
At (G (B ]B ) (C)Tn l;I (G [u :|’L A’l,] (B ) 9 aI]C)

+ (%(Bn#—l _ H) , C)/};—n _9 (Vlln+1 , GTLH? [CBn+1]) +a (GnVBn+l , V(C) , (334(3)
0= (s, ()r + (VX" VL)L (3.34d)
1 n 3 T h n n
0= (X" =id) v, x)p, = (™0 x) (3.34e)

for any (w,q,C,¢,x) e U" x P" x S" x V(I'™) x V(I'™), and set I"™*! = X"*1(T™).
Here we have the following result.

Lemma 3.12. Let Assumptions 3.2 hold. Then, all solutions to (3.34) with B"™ positive
definite, if they exist, satisfy

1 1
§H\/p_nun+1|‘%2 + 5 (Gn’ Tr(B'rHl _ h,lB'rHl _ H));L*n + ,defl(l—w'rHl)
1 n n..n n
+ 5 IVIge T (u H-Tu) |z + 248 VD () [ 7,

P AE(G, Te(B™ + B - 2D) 4 At% (6"

n+1|2
N 1 TrinB | )

1 1
< SV TIgu 2 + 2 (G Te(B" - InB" ~ D)), + 7L (T™)
1
+ At (p" £ u) + §At (G™u™', vIT TrinB™*). (3.35)
Proof. This follows similarly to Lemma 3.7 by choosing the test functions w = Atu™*!,

q=p"", G=LAtI-T7[(B")]), x = ~Atys™! and ¢ = y(X™*! - idp) in the discrete
system (3.34). Here we note that the last term in (3.35) follows from (3.7). O
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We note that in the case when G(-,t) = G, = G_, the system (3.34) is equivalent to the
original discrete system (3.6). However, in the case where the shear moduli are unmatched,
(3.34) allows for the inequality (3.35) while the system (3.6) does not. This motivates why
the fully discrete system (3.34), where G™ € S is directly incorporated into the scheme,
can actually be used in practice. This is particularly important when trying to study the
interaction between two viscoelastic fluids with different shear moduli G,.

4 Numerical results

In this section, we present numerical examples in two space dimensions to illustrate the
practicability of the numerical method analysed in this work. For the implementation,
we use the finite element toolbox FEniCS [44], which includes a framework for multiple
intersecting meshes [42] and offers access to the linear algebra package PETSc [5].

4.1 Solution strategy

Now, we describe the solution techniques for the numerical scheme (3.6). To effectively
implement the computational procedure, we follow these steps sequentially:

1. Define the computational domain and the parameters, and set up the initial config-
urations for both bulk and parametric meshes. Then, for n € {0,..., Ny — 1}, repeat
the following steps.

2. Perform local adaptation of the bulk mesh to improve accuracy in regions close to the
interface.

3. Apply local refinement to the parametric mesh to ensure that the mesh resolution is
sufficient to capture detailed features of the solution.

4. Compute a solution to the fully discrete system (3.6) with a fixed-point iteration.

5. Calculate benchmark quantities to evaluate the performance of the model and save
the results for visualisation or further analysis.

We define the rectangular domain © = (0,2) x (0,4) ¢ R? for our computations and
we fix the no-slip boundary conditions for the velocity on the whole boundary of €, i.e.,
Op€) = 0. Moreover, we define the final time 7 = 1 and the time step size At = 1074,
The initial parametric surface I'? is defined as an equidistributed polygonal curve with a
constant discrete mean curvature, consisting of 400 elements. In particular, the vertices of
I'% are positioned on a circle of radius 0.3 centred at the point (1,0.8). For the initial
triangulation of the domain €2, we consider a uniform partitioning with a mesh size h. = N%,
where N, = 20. We note that this initial mesh will be refined close to the interface using
the routine from step 2, as described below, before we compute a solution to the discrete
system.

The numerical calculations performed in this work are motivated by [52]. Specifically,
we choose the model parameters

10.25
P+ = 1) p-= 015 M+ = ) H-= 1025) Y= 10,
1+c¢g
A €{0.05,0.075}, A =103, G= C‘;“*, a=10"2
+

In this context, the constant ¢y > 0 represents a parameter that characterises the elastic

contribution to the viscoelastic behaviour of the fluid. More specifically, adjusting the value
of the constant ¢y > 0 leads to variations in the viscosity ratio

K+ 1
= 0,1
,U,++G>\+ 1+CQE(7 :|
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Figure 2: A uniform bulk mesh, successively refined close to the interface.

for the outer phase ,(t), while the total shear viscosity s + GAy = 10.25 for the outer
phase remains fixed across all experiments. For the inner phase Q_(t), we select a very
small relaxation parameter A_ to approximate the rheology of a Newtonian fluid. This
ensures that any observed differences are attributed solely to the viscoelasticity of the outer
phase. The numerical examples presented here are computed with ¢o € {0,1,19.5}. In the
case ¢g = 0, there is no contribution of elastic stresses in the momentum equation, thus we
do not compute B and use the linear scheme of [10] for the two-phase Navier—Stokes problem
without viscoelasticity. In addition to the model parameters, we account for gravitational
forces within our simulations. Specifically, we consider the body acceleration

£+ = 980 ey,
with ey = (0,1)7 being the unit vector in positive zo-direction, and we set f3*! = 0. In all
calculations, we use the P2-P1 element for the velocity and pressure. In addition to that, we
employ XFEMr to ensure good volume conservation properties in practice, i.e., we enrich
the basis functions of the pressure space by the characteristic function of the bubble x|on, as
described in Section 3.4. The finite element spaces S™ for the tensor B and the parametric
finite element spaces V(I'”) and V(I'") are defined as in Section 3.

Moreover, we employ a mesh refinement strategy inspired by similar concepts presented
in [10]. Our goal is to create a mesh with a finer resolution close to the interface and a coarser
resolution further away, optimising the mesh for computational accuracy and efficiency. We
start with the triangulation 7" from the previous time step, where n € {0,..., Ny — 1},
and 7! represents the initial uniform partitioning with a mesh size h, = Nlc We selectively

mark elements K € 7" for refinement based on the following criteria: An element K € 777!

is marked if | K| > 2(h£!)d and if it intersects the interface I'", i.e., K NI # @. Here, we take
hy = %hc. In addition, neighbouring cells are also marked for refinement to ensure spatial
continuity and accuracy. Refinement is performed using the bisection method, where we
divide all marked elements into smaller, more finely resolved subelements. We note that,
in general, more elements are refined than those initially selected for refinement to avoid
hanging nodes. We repeat this refinement strategy iteratively until no further element
satisfies the refinement criteria. We visualise three iterations of the refinement strategy in
Figure 2. It is important to note that the stability of our numerical scheme is preserved
under local mesh refinement, see Theorem 3.4. This ensures that our computational method
remains robust and reliable during refinement iterations. To speed up the computations and
reduce the number of degrees of freedom, we employ local mesh coarsening away from the
interface.

Similarly to [10], we apply a local refinement strategy also to the interface mesh itself.
In practice, the mesh vertices that represent the evolving surface I'" are naturally well dis-
tributed. Thus, there is no need for additional mesh smoothing or redistribution procedures.
However, if the interface length grows significantly over time, it might be beneficial to refine
parts of the mesh where elements have expanded too much. To address this, we define the
parameter vol,,q, = max{H? 1 (c) | o € T(I'?)}, which represents the length of the largest
element of the initial interface I'°. Then we identify all elements o € 7(I'") of the current
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interface I'™ that have grown too large, that is, H% (o) > %Volmm for o € T(I'™), and mark
them for refinement. The refinement process involves bisection of the identified elements,
dividing them into smaller components without changing the overall polyhedral surface I'".
We point out that, apart from local refinement, no further modifications such as smoothing
of the parametric mesh were required in our simulations. Therefore, the stability results of
Theorem 3.4 remain valid under local refinement of the parametric mesh, as the interface
'™ itself is not changed.

As initial data for the velocity and the elastic Cauchy-Green tensor, we take u’ and
B? to be the zero vector and the identity matrix, respectively, that is, u’ = 0 e U°
and BY := T € S°. Then, for each time step n € {0,...,N7 — 1}, we compute a solu-
tion (u™t pntl Bntl Xntl kgntly to (3.6) with the help of a fixed-point iteration. We set
uj = u" and By = B". Then, for any £ € {0,1,...}, compute (u},,, 0}, 1, B} X}, k4y) €
U" xP* xS"™ x V(I'™) x V(I'™) such that

1 n n n _n-— n n 1 n _n-— n n n
O:TAt(p ugy — (5" HIzu »W)+TAt(IOP Y(uf, ~T3u"), w)
1 n n n n 1 T n n n

+5 (0" [Au" - V)ui, Jow) = 5 (0" ug, - [(Tzu” - v)w])

+ (2/~LHD(U?+1) ’ D(W)) - (le ) diVW) + G(B? -1, VW)

- (kg V" W), — (p"f{“r1 + f;“ , w) , (4.1a)
0= (divuy,, q), (4.1b)
0=+ Beva =B, G)ro - > ([upli A j(BY), 0:,G)

ig=1
n h n n n n

+ ()%n(BE-#l - ]I) ’ G)Tn -2 (vué ) ]Il [GB£ ]) +a (VBZ+1 ) VG)a (41C)

0= (kg O + (VX Vslhpn s (4.1d)
1 n . n n n
0= Kt ((XZ+1 - ld) v, X)?" - (uZ+1 v, X)F” ’ (4'16)

for any (w,q,G,{,x) e U" xP* x S" x V(I'™) x V(I'™).

We observe that (4.1) is a linear scheme where the two-phase Navier-Stokes subsystem
(4.1a)—(4.1b), (4.1d)—(4.1e), and the viscoelastic equation (4.1c) can be solved indepen-
dently. For a reduced version of (4.1), where the discrete pressure is eliminated by using
weakly divergence-free test functions w € Uj, the existence and uniqueness of solutions
uy,, € Uy, X7, € V(I'™) and kj,, € V(I'™) for (4.1a) and (4.1d)—(4.1e) can be shown fol-
lowing the approach of [10]. If the inf-sup stability condition (3.1) is satisfied, e.g., without
XFEMr, a corresponding unique pressure py,; € P" can be reconstructed. The existence
and uniqueness of B},, € S™ solving (4.1c) are guaranteed, since (4.1c) clearly defines an
invertible linear system of equations. To determine when to stop the iteration, we com-
pute the L* norm of the residual of (3.6) with (u™*! pn*t Bn*1 X1 kn*1) replaced by
(Ul 001, B, X2, k7, ), and stop if it is below a given small tolerance, e.g., 1072, Then,
we set

n+l _n+l n+1 n+l  n+ly ._ n n n n n
(U™ p" T BT X R ) = (u€+15pé+1’BZ+17XZ+17"Wﬁ-l)

and proceed with the next time step. We note that in practice, in all our numerical experi-
ments, the converged matrix B"*! is always positive definite.

In practice, the variables X7,, and xy,; are not explicitly computed during the fixed-
point iteration (4.1). Instead, X7, and },, are implicitly defined as unique solutions to the
linear subsystem (4.1d)—(4.1e), using the Schur complement method from [10]. This allows
us to focus on solving for u™™, p"*1 and B"*! within the fixed-point iteration (4.1a)-(4.1c),
where X7, and kj,, are implicitly defined by (4.1d)—(4.1e). The solution to the Navier—
Stokes subsystem (4.1a)—(4.1b) is computed with the help of a preconditioned iterative
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method described in [10], which is based on techniques outlined in [25]. The viscoelastic
equation (4.1¢) corresponds to a linear system of equations with a positive definite system
matrix. Therefore, well known solution techniques, such as a preconditioned conjugate
gradient solver, can be applied. After completion of the fixed-point iteration, X" and
k™1 are then calculated as unique solutions to the linear subsystem (3.6d)—(3.6e). The
detailed strategy for the elimination process of X7,; and xy,; using the Schur complement

approach is elaborated in [10].

4.2 The rising bubble experiment

[ o 0 [ [
0 1 2 [ 1 2 0 1 2

Figure 3: Time evolution of the rising bubble for the cases ¢y =0 (left), ¢o = 1 (center) and
¢p = 19.5 (right) with the relaxation parameter A, = 0.05 at times t € {0,0.5,1}.

In the following, we present the numerical results for two different relaxation parameters
A+ €{0.05,0.075}, where we discuss the influence of viscoelasticity by varying the constant
co € {0,1,19.5}. In Figure 3, we show the time evolution of the rising bubble at times
t € {0,0.5,1} for the cases ¢ € {0,1,19.5} and with the relaxation parameter A, = 0.05. In
the first scenario in Figure 3, corresponding to the case co = 0, both the bubble and the

surrounding fluid are Newtonian with a viscosity ratio of ﬁ = 1. Due to the high surface

€]
tension (v = 10), the bubble maintains a shape very close to its initial spherical form. In the

second scenario in Figure 3, representing the case cg = 1, the surrounding fluid is viscoelastic,
characterised by a viscosity ratio of = 0.5. In this scenario, notable differences from
the fully Newtonian case are observed. Spemﬁcally, a small tail forms at the bottom of the
bubble, indicating a departure from the spherical shape because of the viscoelastic nature
of the surrounding fluid and its interaction with the surface tension. In the third scenario
in Figure 3, corresponding to the case ¢y = 19.5, the surrounding fluid is highly viscoelastic
with a viscosity ratio of W ~ 0.05. Here we observe the most significant difference
from the Newtonian case. The tail at the bottom of the bubble is larger than in the case
with ¢g = 1. This demonstrates the influence of the highly viscoelastic properties of the
surrounding fluid, which are capable of overcoming the high surface tension and thereby
changing the shape of the bubble more significantly.

In Figure 4, we visualise the individual contributions to the energy (kinetic energy, elastic
energy, interfacial length) and the total energy for the three cases cg € {0,1,19.5} with the
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relaxation parameter A\, = 0.05. For the Newtonian case (co = 0), all energy contributions
stabilise to constant values shortly after the initial phase. We note that the elastic energy
is zero for this case and is therefore not shown in the plot. This behaviour agrees with the
constant rise velocity of the bubble and the stationary shape, as indicated by the circularity
being very close to 1 (see Figure 5) and the interfacial length remaining constant over time
(Figure 4). Here, the rise velocity of the bubble at time step n is computed as

c o (pr,1)

where p" € S is defined as in (3.5) but with p, replaced by zero, and the circularity of the
interface I'™ is defined as the ratio of the perimeter of an area-equivalent circle and H!(I'"™),
ie.,

n (prjun7 62)

2/0On\]1/2
oon 2rLA@Y)]
HE(T™)

In the case ¢y = 1, the rise velocity of the bubble reaches its peak shortly after the initial
phase, then decreases, and finally stabilises at a constant rise velocity (Figure 5). This
is reflected in the kinetic energy, which follows a similar pattern. During the same time,
the elastic energy increases as the bubble decelerates. As observed in Figure 3, the bubble
develops a small tail over time, which influences the interfacial length (Figure 4) and the
circularity (Figure 5). After some time, the bubble reaches a stationary shape, it rises with
constant velocity, and all energy contributions become constant.

In the case ¢y = 19.5, we observe the most significant deviation from the Newtonian case.
In the beginning, there is an oscillatory behaviour in the rise velocity, as shown in Figure
5. The rise velocity initially peaks at a value much higher than in the other cases, followed
by a few oscillations before it reaches a constant rise velocity. The kinetic energy plot in
Figure 4 mirrors this trend. The elastic energy also shows oscillations, but with a slight
shift in time. As the bubble develops a tail, the interfacial length increases until it stabilises
at a nearly constant value with small oscillations in the bottom tip. These oscillations,
which are visible in the plots of the interface length and circularity, persist even with finer
discretization parameters and are influenced by the relaxation parameters A\.. Compared
to the other cases, the final constant rise velocity in the case ¢y = 19.5 is higher and also
the plots for the bubble’s center of mass for the three cases differ, see Figure 5, where (the
xo-component of) the bubble’s center of mass at time step n is defined by

n _ 1 f d
Ye = r2(qr) Jar 2T

However, this behaviour is in agreement with other works which investigate the effect of
viscoelasticity on the rise velocity of the bubble [52].

We note that in all three cases ¢g € {0,1,19.5}, we observe excellent volume conservation
properties. In Figure 6, we visualize the relative volume loss from the initial configuration
to the time step n, which is defined as

o L2 - L)
loss — EZ(QQ) ’

measuring the decrease in area of the inner phase Q" relative to its initial size. Remarkably,
the relative volume loss was much lower than 0.01% in all computations. In addition, the
mesh quality of the interface mesh was also very high. Here we use the element ratios as a
measure,

n MaxXeer(rn) H'(0)

" mingeT(Fn) Hl(a) ’

30



kinetic energy

elastic energy
full energy

W
W

o2 o4 [ [ 1 o2 o4 [ [ 1 o2 o4 [ [ 1 o2 o4 [ [ 1
time time time time

Figure 4: Time evolution of the energy contributions for the cases ¢g = 0 (black), ¢g = 1
(blue) and ¢y = 19.5 (red) with the relaxation parameter A, = 0.05. From left to right:
kinetic energy, elastic energy, interfacial length and full energy. Note that the elastic energy
is zero for the case ¢g = 0 and therefore not plotted.
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097.
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time time timne

Figure 5: Time evolution of some benchmark quantities for the cases ¢y = 0 (black), ¢o =1
(blue) and ¢y = 19.5 (red) with the relaxation parameter A, = 0.05. From left to right: rise
velocity V', the xo component of the center of mass y!' and the circularity circ”.

which consistently remained much smaller than 2, indicating a good distribution of the
vertices on the interface mesh.

In the following, we present the results for the computations with the relaxation param-
eter Ay = 0.075. In Figure 7, the time evolution of the interface is shown for the values
co € {0,1} at times ¢ € {0,0.5,1} and for ¢y = 19.5 at times ¢ € {0,0.4,1}. We note that the
Newtonian case with cg = 0 is identical in both experiments. For the case ¢y = 1, the shapes
of the bubble in Figure 7 are comparable to those in Figure 3, where a smaller relaxation
parameter was used. This similarity is due to the influence of viscoelasticity being quite

small, as indicated by the viscosity ratio ij&h = 0.5. In the case ¢y = 19.5, where the
viscosity ratio is ™ f&h ~ 0.05, the influence of viscoelasticity is much stronger, and we

observe more differences compared to before. In particular, the final shape of the bubble in
Figure 7 for ¢g = 19.5 is more elongated, and the tail at the bottom tip is longer and thinner
than for the same value of ¢y in Figure 3.

The influence of the larger relaxation parameter is also observed in the energy plots in
Figure 8. For ¢y = 1, the energy plots resemble those from Figure 4, with larger peaks
and oscillations in the beginning for the kinetic and elastic energies for the case ¢y = 19.5.
Moreover, in the case ¢y = 19.5, as the tail of the bubble evolves, the interface length
also increases over time and does not attain a constant value. Similarly, in Figure 9, the
circularity for ¢g = 19.5 mirrors this trend by decreasing its values. As before, the rise
velocity is larger in the case ¢g = 19.5 than for the values ¢y € {0,1}, which is reflected in
the plot of (the zo-component of) the bubble’s center of mass.

As before, we observe excellent volume conservation properties with a relative volume
loss much smaller than 0.01% and also a good quality of the parametric interface mesh, as
seen in Figure 10. We note that the jump in the plot of the element ratios r™ for the case
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Figure 6: Time evolution of the relative volume loss L} . in a logarithmic plot, and the
element ratios r™ as a measure for the parametric mesh quality for the three cases ¢ €
{0,1,19.5} with the relaxation parameter A, = 0.05.

co = 19.5 in Figure 10 is due to the local refinement of the interface mesh, as some elements
have grown too large as the bottom end of the bubble has elongated.

4.3 Interpretation of the viscoelastic behaviour

Now, we discuss the insights for the rising bubble experiments, which demonstrate the
complex interactions between the viscoelastic properties of the surrounding fluid and the
movement of the bubble. The overall behaviour of the bubble in the highly viscoelastic
case (co = 19.5) is typical for viscoelastic materials, which exhibit elastic (oscillatory) be-
haviour on short time scales and viscous (damped) behaviour on longer time scales. This
phenomenon for rising bubbles in a viscoelastic fluid was first observed in [38] and has been
verified in several numerical studies, including [52, 63] and references therein. To improve
our understanding, we visualise the velocity u™ and the diagonal components of the tensor
B" at four different times in Figures 11-14 for the case A\, = 0.05, and at two different times
in Figures 15 and 16 for the case A, = 0.075. In Figure 11, we present the solution at ¢ = 0.04
with the relaxation parameter A, = 0.05, when the rise velocity and kinetic energy of the
bubble are at their maximum (see Figures 4 and 5). The plots of the diagonal components
of B™ reveal significant deviations from the identity matrix above and below the bubble,
indicating high local elastic stresses in these regions. Recall that the elastic stress tensor for
the Oldroyd-B model is defined as T, = G(B -1). In the next plot, Figure 12, we show the
solution at t = 0.06, when the bubble starts to decelerate and the elastic energy increases.
At this moment, two additional vortices appear in the velocity plot, and a negative wake
forms right below the bubble, causing it to slow down and stretch vertically. This is due to
the high elastic stresses that have built up below the bubble. Next, in Figure 13, we show
the bubble at ¢ = 0.1, when it begins to accelerate again, and the elastic energy reaches a
local minimum. Here, the two additional vortices have disappeared. In the following mo-
ments, the rise velocity of the bubble continues to oscillate slightly, but with a much smaller
amplitude until it reaches a constant value. Finally, we present the solution at ¢ = 0.5 in
Figure 14, where the elastic stresses are concentrated at the top and bottom of the bubble,
acting more strongly than the surface tension forces. As a result, a tail is formed behind
the rising bubble due to the high local elastic stresses.

The effects that we observed for the relaxation parameter A, = 0.05 are even stronger for
A+ = 0.075. To highlight the enhanced effects of viscoelasticity, we present the solution at
two different times. As before, the bubble exhibits an oscillatory behaviour in the beginning,
as previously mentioned. In Figure 15, we show the solution at time ¢ = 0.075, when the rise
velocity in Figure 9 is at its lowest value. As before, there are two additional vortices below
the bubble, causing a negative wake and stretching the bubble in the vertical direction.
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Figure 7: Time evolution of the rising bubble with A, = 0.075 for the cases ¢g = 0 (left) and
¢o = 1 (center) at times ¢ € {0,0.5,1}, and for ¢y = 19.5 (right) at times ¢ € {0,0.4,1}.

Compared to Figure 12, this negative wake is stronger, resulting in an even more elongated
bubble. This can be explained with the larger deviations of B™ from the identity matrix
below the bubble, as shown in Figure 15. Next, we show the solution at time t = 0.4 in
Figure 16. At this moment, the rise velocity of the bubble (see Figure 9) is almost constant,
but the bubble does not attain a stationary shape as the tail continues to grow. This has
already been observed in the plot of the interface length in Figure 8. The reason for this
is the very high local elastic stresses near the bottom tip of the bubble, which result in the
elongated bottom tip.
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Figure 8: Time evolution of the energy contributions for the cases ¢g = 0 (black), ¢o = 1
(blue) and ¢g = 19.5 (red) with the relaxation parameter A, = 0.075. From left to right:
kinetic energy, elastic energy, interfacial length and full energy. Note that the elastic energy
is zero for the case ¢y = 0 and therefore not plotted.
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Figure 9: Time evolution of some benchmark quantities for the cases ¢y = 0 (black), ¢o =1
(blue) and ¢ = 19.5 (red) with the relaxation parameter A, = 0.075. From left to right: rise
velocity V', the x5 component of the center of mass y/' and the circularity circ”.
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Figure 10: Time evolution of the relative volume loss L]} in a logarithmic plot, and the
element ratios " as a measure for the parametric mesh quality for the three cases ¢ €

{0,1,19.5} with the relaxation parameter A\, = 0.075.
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Figure 11: Solution at time ¢ = 0.04 for the case ¢y = 19.5 with the relaxation parameter
Ay = 0.05. Left: magnitude and steamlines of the velocity u™. Center and right: diagonal
components BY; and B3,, respectively, of the tensor B".
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Figure 12: Solution at time ¢ = 0.06 for the case ¢y = 19.5 with the relaxation parameter
A+ = 0.05. Left: magnitude and steamlines of the velocity u™. Center and right: diagonal
components BY; and B3,, respectively, of the tensor B".
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Figure 13: Solution at time ¢ = 0.1 for the case ¢y = 19.5 with the relaxation parameter
Ay = 0.05. Left: magnitude and steamlines of the velocity u™. Center and right: diagonal
components BY; and B3,, respectively, of the tensor B".
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Figure 14: Solution at time ¢ = 0.5 for the case ¢y = 19.5 with the relaxation parameter
A+ = 0.05. Left: magnitude and steamlines of the velocity u™. Center and right: diagonal
components BY; and B3,, respectively, of the tensor B".
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Figure 15: Solution at time ¢ = 0.075 for the case ¢y = 19.5 with the relaxation parameter
Ay =0.075. Left: magnitude and steamlines of the velocity u™. Center and right: diagonal
components BY; and B3,, respectively, of the tensor B".

o o [
0 1 2 [ b 2 0 B 2
0.0e+00 0.5 1 15 2 25 3 3.4e+00 6.0e-01 1 15 2 22e+00 6.0e-01 1 15 2 22e+00

| | | |

Figure 16: Solution at time ¢ = 0.4 for the case ¢y = 19.5 with the relaxation parameter
+=0.075. Left: magnitude and steamlines of the velocity u”. Center and right: diagonal
components BY; and B3,, respectively, of the tensor B".
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5 Conclusion

In this work, we considered a parametric finite element approximation for viscoelastic two-
phase flow, combining ideas from the two-phase Navier—Stokes model without viscoelasticity
[10] and the one-phase viscoelastic Oldroyd-B model [7]. First, we presented a two-phase
Navier—Stokes model that incorporates viscoelastic effects, and we derived jump conditions
across the interface I'(t) and boundary conditions on 02 using an energy identity. This
approach provides the basis for a variational formulation, which is essential for our numeri-
cal approximation. On the formal level, we emphasised physical properties such as energy
conservation and volume preservation, which is the foundation for a stable finite element
approximation. In our approach, we obtain a positive definite tensor B, which is important
not only for physical reasons but also to ensure finite energy. Moreover, the energy exhibits
a dissipative behaviour in cases without external forces. We used a regularised system to
prove the unconditional stability and existence of solutions. Furthermore, we introduced a
semi-discrete scheme that maintained a good mesh quality of the parametric mesh, incorpo-
rating an extended finite element method (XFEM) to guarantee exact conservation of phase
volumes, which is a crucial aspect validated through numerical experiments. In scenarios
involving a variable shear modulus, adjustments to our numerical method were necessary.
We outlined the reasons for these adjustments and presented an approach that can be used
instead.

To validate the practicability of our numerical approach, we presented simulations in
two dimensions, focussing on a scenario of a rising bubble surrounded by a viscoelastic
fluid. By varying the intensity of viscoelasticity (ranging from none to low and high levels),
we replicated typical behaviours observed in previous experimental studies (e.g. [38]). Our
simulations demonstrated very good volume and parametric mesh properties, confirming
the robustness of our numerical approach.

Acknowledgments

H.G. and D.T. gratefully acknowledge the support by the Graduiertenkolleg 2339 IntComSin
of the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, German Research Foundation) — Project-ID
321821685.

References

[1] M. Agnese and R. Niirnberg. “Fitted front tracking methods for two-phase incompressible Navier-
Stokes flow: Eulerian and Ale finite element discretizations”. In: Int. J. Numer. Anal. Model. 17.5
(2020), pp. 613-642.

[2] M.A. Alves, P.J. Oliveira, and F.T. Pinho. “Numerical Methods for Viscoelastic Fluid Flows”. In:
Annual Review of Fluid Mechanics 53 (2021), pp. 509-541. DOI: 10.1146/annurev-fluid-010719-
060107.

[3] D. Ambrosi and L. Preziosi. “Cell adhesion mechanisms and stress relaxation in the mechanics of
tumours”. In: Biomech. Model. Mechanobiol. 8.5 (2009), pp. 397-413. DOI: 10.1007/s10237-008~
0145-y.

[4] B.S. Ashby and T. Pryer. Discretisation of an Oldroyd-B viscoelastic fluid flow using a Lie derivative
formulation. 2024. arXiv: 2401.03981 [math.NA].

[5] S. Balay et al. PETSc Users Manual. Tech. rep. ANL-95/11 - Revision 3.15. Argonne National Lab-
oratory, 2021.

6] E. Béansch. “Finite element discretization of the Navier-Stokes equations with a free capillary surface”.
In: Numer. Math. 88.2 (2001), pp. 203-235. DOI: 10.1007/PL00005443.

[7] J. W. Barrett and S. Boyaval. “Existence and approximation of a (regularized) Oldroyd-B model”.
In: Math. Models Methods Appl. Sci. 21.9 (2011), pp. 1783-1837. DOI: 10.1142/50218202511005581.

[8] J. W. Barrett and S. Boyaval. “Finite element approximation of the FENE-P model”. In: IMA J.
Numer. Anal. 38.4 (2018), pp. 1599-1660. DOI: 10.1093/imanum/drx061.

38


https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-fluid-010719-060107
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-fluid-010719-060107
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10237-008-0145-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10237-008-0145-y
https://arxiv.org/abs/2401.03981
https://doi.org/10.1007/PL00005443
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218202511005581
https://doi.org/10.1093/imanum/drx061

[9]

(10]

(11]

(12]

(13]

[14]

(15]

[16]

[17]
[18]
[19]
[20]

21]

(22]

23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

27]

(28]

29]

(30]

J. W. Barrett, H. Garcke, and R. Niirnberg. “A parametric finite element method for fourth order
geometric evolution equations”. In: J. Comput. Phys. 222.1 (2007), pp. 441-462. DOI: 10.1016/j. jcp.
2006.07.026.

J. W. Barrett, H. Garcke, and R. Nirnberg. “A stable parametric finite element discretization of
two-phase Navier-Stokes flow”. In: J. Sci. Comput. 63.1 (2015), pp. 78-117. pOI: 10.1007/s10915-
014-9885-2.

J. W. Barrett, H. Garcke, and R. Niirnberg. “Eliminating spurious velocities with a stable approxi-
mation of viscous incompressible two-phase Stokes flow”. In: Comput. Methods Appl. Mech. Engrg.
267 (2013), pp. 511-530. DOI: 10.1016/j.cma.2013.09.023.

J. W. Barrett, H. Garcke, and R. Niirnberg. “Finite-element approximation of one-sided Stefan prob-
lems with anisotropic, approximately crystalline, Gibbs-Thomson law”. In: Adv. Differential Equations
18.3-4 (2013), pp. 383-432.

J. W. Barrett, H. Garcke, and R. Niirnberg. “On the parametric finite element approximation of
evolving hypersurfaces in R3”. In: J. Comput. Phys. 227.9 (2008), pp. 4281-4307. por: 10.1016/j .
jcp.2007.11.023.

J. W. Barrett, H. Garcke, and R. Niirnberg. “Parametric finite element approximations of curvature-
driven interface evolutions”. In: Geometric partial differential equations. Part I. Vol. 21. Handb.
Numer. Anal. Elsevier/North-Holland, Amsterdam, 2020, pp. 275-423.

J. W. Barrett, Y. Lu, and E. Siili. “Existence of large-data finite-energy global weak solutions to a
compressible Oldroyd-B model”. In: Commun. Math. Sci. 15.5 (2017), pp. 1265-1323. pOI: 10.4310/
CMS.2017.v15.n5.ab.

J. W. Barrett and E. Siili. “Existence of global weak solutions to some regularized kinetic models
for dilute polymers”. In: Multiscale Modeling € Simulation 6.2 (2007), pp. 506-546. DOL: 10.1137/
060666810.

R. B. Bird, C. F. Curtiss, R. C. Armstrong, and O. Hassager. Dynamics of Polymeric Liquids, Volume
2: Kinetic Theory, 2nd Edition. English. 2nd. Wiley, 1987. 1SBN: 978-0-471-80244-0.

D. Boffi, N. Cavallini, F. Gardini, and L. Gastaldi. “Local mass conservation of Stokes finite elements”.
In: J. Sci. Comput. 52 (2012), pp. 383-400. DOI: 10.1007/s10915-011-9549-4.

A. Bonito, M. Picasso, and M. Laso. “Numerical simulation of 3D viscoelastic flows with free surfaces”.
In: J. Comput. Phys. 215.2 (2006), pp. 691-716. DOI: 10.1016/j.jcp.2005.11.013.

S. Boyaval, T. Lelievre, and C. Mangoubi. “Free-energy-dissipative schemes for the Oldroyd-B model”.
In: M2AN Math. Model. Numer. Anal. 43.3 (2009), pp. 523-561. DOI: 10.1051/m2an/2009008.

T. Chinyoka, Y.Y. Renardy, M. Renardy, and D.B. Khismatullin. “T'wo-dimensional study of drop
deformation under simple shear for Oldroyd-B liquids”. In: J. Non-Newton. Fluid Mech. 130.1 (2005),
pp. 45-56. DOI: 10.1016/j . jnnfm.2005.07.005.

S. Claus and P. Kerfriden. “A CutFEM method for two-phase flow problems”. In: Comput. Methods
Appl. Mech. Engrg. 348 (2019), pp. 185-206. DOI: 10.1016/j.cma.2019.01.009.

K. Deckelnick, G. Dziuk, and C. M. Elliott. “Computation of geometric partial differential equations
and mean curvature flow”. In: Acta Numer. 14 (2005), pp. 139-232. 1SsN: 0962-4929,1474-0508. DOI:
10.1017/50962492904000224. URL: https://doi.org/10.1017/S0962492904000224.

G. Dziuk. “An algorithm for evolutionary surfaces”. In: Numer. Math. 58.6 (1991), pp. 603-611. DOI:
10.1007/BF01385643.

H. C. Elman, D. J. Silvester, and A. J. Wathen. Finite elements and fast iterative solvers: with appli-
cations in incompressible fluid dynamics. 2nd ed. Numerical Mathematics and Scientific Computation.
Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2014, pp. xiv+479. DOI: 10.1093/acprof :0s0/9780199678792.001.
0001.

A. Ern and J. L. Guermond. Theory and practice of finite elements. 1st ed. Vol. 159. Applied Math-
ematical Sciences. Springer-Verlag, New York, 2004, pp. xiv+524. 1sBN: 0-387-20574-8. DOI: 10.1007/
978-1-4757-4355-5.

L. C. Evans. Partial Differential Equations. 2nd ed. Providence, R.I.: American Mathematical Society,
2010.

R. Fattal and R. Kupferman. “Time-dependent simulation of viscoelastic flows at high Weissenberg
number using the log-conformation representation”. In: Journal of Non-Newtonian Fluid Mechanics
126.1 (2005), pp. 23-37. DOI: 10.1016/j.jnnfm.2004.12.003.

T. Frachon and S. Zahedi. “A cut finite element method for incompressible two-phase Navier-Stokes
flows”. In: J. Comput. Phys. 384 (2019), pp. 77-98. DOI: 10.1016/j.jcp.2019.01.028.

S. Ganesan, G. Matthies, and L. Tobiska. “On spurious velocities in incompressible flow problems with
interfaces”. In: Comput. Methods Appl. Mech. Engrg. 196.7 (2007), pp. 1193-1202. po1: 10.1016/j.
cma.2006.08.018.

39


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcp.2006.07.026
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcp.2006.07.026
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10915-014-9885-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10915-014-9885-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cma.2013.09.023
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcp.2007.11.023
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcp.2007.11.023
https://doi.org/10.4310/CMS.2017.v15.n5.a5
https://doi.org/10.4310/CMS.2017.v15.n5.a5
https://doi.org/10.1137/060666810
https://doi.org/10.1137/060666810
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10915-011-9549-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcp.2005.11.013
https://doi.org/10.1051/m2an/2009008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jnnfm.2005.07.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cma.2019.01.009
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0962492904000224
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0962492904000224
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01385643
https://doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780199678792.001.0001
https://doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780199678792.001.0001
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4757-4355-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4757-4355-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jnnfm.2004.12.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcp.2019.01.028
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cma.2006.08.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cma.2006.08.018

(31]

(32]

(33]

(34]

(35]

(36]

(37]

[38]
[39]
[40]
[41]

42]

(43]
(44]

(45]

[46]

(47]
(48]
(49]

[(50]

[51]

52]

[53]

[54]

S. Ganesan and L. Tobiska. “An accurate finite element scheme with moving meshes for computing
3D-axisymmetric interface flows”. In: Internat. J. Numer. Methods Fluids 57.2 (2008), pp. 119-138.
DOI: 10.1002/£1d.1624.

H. Garcke, B. Kovéacs, and D. Trautwein. “Viscoelastic Cahn—Hilliard models for tumour growth”. In:
Math. Models Methods Appl. Sci. 32.13 (2022), pp. 2673-2758. pDOI: 10.1142/50218202522500634.

H. Garcke, R. Niirnberg, and Q. Zhao. “Structure-preserving discretizations of two-phase Navier-
Stokes flow using fitted and unfitted approaches”. In: J. Comput. Phys. 489 (2023), Paper No. 112276,
24. DOI: 10.1016/3.jcp.2023.112276.

H. Garcke and D. Trautwein. “Approximation and existence of a viscoelastic phase-field model for
tumour growth in two and three dimensions”. In: Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. Ser. S 17.1 (2024),
pp. 221-284. DOI: 10.3934/dcdss.2023181.

V. Girault and P. A. Raviart. Finite element methods for Navier-Stokes equations. Vol. 5. Springer Se-
ries in Computational Mathematics. Theory and algorithms. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1986, pp. x+374.
ISBN: 3-540-15796-4. DOI: 10.1007/978-3-642-61623-5.

S. Grofl and A. Reusken. “An extended pressure finite element space for two-phase incompressible flows
with surface tension”. In: J. Comput. Phys. 224.1 (2007), pp. 40-58. DOI: 10.1016/j.jcp.2006.12.021.

S. Gross and A. Reusken. Numerical methods for two-phase incompressible flows. Vol. 40. Springer
Series in Computational Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2011, pp. xviii+480. DOI: 10.1007/978-
3-642-19686-7.

O. Hassager. “Negative wake behind bubbles in non-newtonian liquids”. In: Nature 279 (1979),
pp. 402-403. DOI: 10.1038/27940220.

C. W. Hirt and B. D. Nichols. “Volume of fluid (VOF) method for the dynamics of free boundaries”.
In: J. Comput. Phys. 39.1 (1981), pp. 201-225. DOI: 10.1016/0021-9991(81)90145-5.

D. Hu and T. Lelievre. “New entropy estimates for the Oldroyd-B model and related models”. In:
Commun. Math. Sci. 5.4 (2007), pp. 909-916. DOI: 10.4310/CMS.2007.V5.N4.A9.

T. J. R. Hughes, W. K. Liu, and T. K. Zimmermann. “Lagrangian-Eulerian finite element formulation
for incompressible viscous flows”. In: Comput. Methods Appl. Mech. Engrg. 29.3 (1981), pp. 329-349.

A. Johansson, B. Kehlet, M. G. Larson, and A. Logg. “Multimesh finite element methods: Solving
PDEs on multiple intersecting meshes”. In: Comput. Methods Appl. Mech. Engrg. 343 (2019), pp. 672—
689. DOI: 10.1016/j.cma.2018.09.009.

M. Kruzik and T. Roubicek. Mathematical Methods in Continuum Mechanics of Solids. 1st ed.
Springer Cham, 2019. pDOI: 10.1007/978-3-030-02065-1.

A. Logg, K. A. Mardal, G. N. Wells, et al. Automated Solution of Differential Equations by the Finite
Element Method. 1st ed. Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg, 2012. DO1: 10.1007/978-3-642-23099-8.

M. Lukécova-Medvid’ova, H. Notsu, and B. She. “Energy dissipative characteristic schemes for the
diffusive Oldroyd-B viscoelastic fluid”. In: International Journal for Numerical Methods in Fluids
81.9 (2016), pp. 523-557.

M. Lukéacova-Medvid’ova, H. Mizerovd, and S. Necasova. “Global existence and uniqueness result for
the diffusive Peterlin viscoelastic model”. In: Nonlinear Analysis: Theory, Methods and Applications
120 (2015), pp. 154-170. DOI: 10.1016/j.na.2015.03.001.

J. Malek, V. Prusa, T. Skiivan, and E. Siili. “Thermodynamics of viscoelastic rate-type fluids with
stress diffusion”. In: Physics of Fluids 30.2 (2018), p. 023101. po1: 10.1063/1.5018172.

N. Masmoudi. “Equations for polymeric materials”. In: Handbook of mathematical analysis in me-
chanics of viscous fluids. Springer, Cham, 2018, pp. 973—1005. DOI: 10.1007/978-3-319-13344-7\_2.

D. Mokbel, H. Abels, and S. Aland. “A phase-field model for fluid—structure interaction”. In: J.
Comput. Phys. 372 (2018), pp. 823-840. poI: 10.1016/j.jcp.2018.06.063.

S. Osher and J. A. Sethian. “Fronts propagating with curvature-dependent speed: algorithms based
on Hamilton-Jacobi formulations”. In: J. Comput. Phys. 79.1 (1988), pp. 12-49. por: 10.1016/0021~
9991(88)90002-2.

B. Perot and R. Nallapati. “A moving unstructured staggered mesh method for the simulation of
incompressible free-surface flows”. In: J. Comput. Phys. 184.1 (2003), pp. 192-214. por: 10.1016/
50021-9991(02)00027-X.

S. B. Pillapakkam, P. Singh, D. Blackmore, and N. Aubry. “Transient and steady state of a ris-
ing bubble in a viscoelastic fluid”. In: J. Fluid Mech. 589 (2007), pp. 215-252. por: 10. 1017/
S0022112007007628.

S.B. Pillapakkam and P. Singh. “A Level-Set Method for Computing Solutions to Viscoelastic Two-
Phase Flow”. In: J. Comput. Phys. 174.2 (2001), pp. 552-578. DOI: 10.1006/jcph.2001.6927.

L. Schmeller and D. Peschka. “Gradient flows for coupling order parameters and mechanics”. In: STAM
J. Appl. Math. 83.1 (2023), pp. 225-253. DOL: 10.1137/22M148478X.

40


https://doi.org/10.1002/fld.1624
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218202522500634
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcp.2023.112276
https://doi.org/10.3934/dcdss.2023181
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-61623-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcp.2006.12.021
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-19686-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-19686-7
https://doi.org/10.1038/279402a0
https://doi.org/10.1016/0021-9991(81)90145-5
https://doi.org/10.4310/CMS.2007.V5.N4.A9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cma.2018.09.009
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-02065-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-23099-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.na.2015.03.001
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5018172
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-13344-7\_2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcp.2018.06.063
https://doi.org/10.1016/0021-9991(88)90002-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/0021-9991(88)90002-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0021-9991(02)00027-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0021-9991(02)00027-X
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022112007007628
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022112007007628
https://doi.org/10.1006/jcph.2001.6927
https://doi.org/10.1137/22M148478X

[55]
[56]

[57]

(58]
[59]
[60]

[61]

[62]

(63]

[64]

[65]

L. Schmeller and D. Peschka. Sharp-interface limits of Cahn-Hilliard models and mechanics with
moving contact lines. 2023. arXiv: 2301.04968 [math.AP].

O. Sieber. “On convergent schemes for a two-phase Oldroyd-B type model with variable polymer
density”. In: J. Numer. Math. 28.2 (2020), pp. 99-129. poI: 10.1515/jnma-2019-0019.

P. A. Stewart, N. Lay, M. Sussman, and M. Ohta. “An improved sharp interface method for viscoelastic
and viscous two-phase flows”. In: J. Sci. Comput. 35.1 (2008), pp. 43-61. pOI: 10.1007/s10915-007~
9173-5.

M. Sussman, P. Smereka, and S. Osher. “A Level Set Approach for Computing Solutions to Incompress-
ible Two-Phase Flow”. In: J. Comput. Phys. 114.1 (1994), pp. 146-159. DOI: 10.1006/jcph.1994.1155.

S. O. Unverdi and G. Tryggvason. “A front-tracking method for viscous, incompressible, multi-fluid
flows”. In: J. Comput. Phys. 100.1 (1992), pp. 25-37. DOIL: 10.1016/0021-9991(92)90307-K.

D. Wang, D. Tan, and N. Phan-Thien. “A lattice Boltzmann method for simulating viscoelastic drops”.
In: Physics of Fluids 31.7 (July 2019), p. 073101. por: 10.1063/1.5100327.

H. Yan, D. Ramirez-Guerrero, J. Lowengrub, and M. Wu. “Stress generation, relaxation and size
control in confined tumor growth”. In: PLoS. Comput. Biol 17.12 (2021), €1009701. poI: 10.1371/
journal.pcbi.1009701.

J. D. Yu, S. Sakai, and J. A. Sethian. “Two-phase viscoelastic jetting”. In: J. Comput. Phys. 220.2
(2007), pp. 568-585. DOIL: 10.1016/j.jcp.2006.05.020.

W. Yuan, M. Zhang, B. C. Khoo, and N. Phan-Thien. “Dynamics and deformation of a three-
dimensional bubble rising in viscoelastic fluids”. In: J. Non-Newton. Fluid Mech. 285 (2020), pp. 104408,
15. DOT: 10.1016/3 . jnnfm.2020.104408.

P. Yue, J. J. Feng, C. Liu, and J. Shen. “A diffuse-interface method for simulating two-phase flows of
complex fluids”. In: J. Fluid Mech. 515 (2004), pp. 293-317. poI: 10.1017/50022112004000370.

P. Yue, J. J. Feng, C. Liu, and J. Shen. “Diffuse-interface simulations of drop coalescence and retraction
in viscoelastic fluids”. In: J. Non-Newton. Fluid Mech. 129.3 (2005), pp. 163-176. poI: 10.1016/j.
jnnfm.2005.07.002.

41


https://arxiv.org/abs/2301.04968
https://doi.org/10.1515/jnma-2019-0019
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10915-007-9173-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10915-007-9173-5
https://doi.org/10.1006/jcph.1994.1155
https://doi.org/10.1016/0021-9991(92)90307-K
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5100327
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pcbi.1009701
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pcbi.1009701
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcp.2006.05.020
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jnnfm.2020.104408
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022112004000370
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jnnfm.2005.07.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jnnfm.2005.07.002

	Introduction
	The two-phase Navier–Stokes problem with viscoelasticity
	Conditions at the free interface and on the boundary
	Variational formulation of the model
	Energy identity and volume conservation

	Finite element approximation
	A stable fully discrete approximation
	Proof of the stability and existence results
	Semi-discrete scheme and equidistribution of nodes
	XFEM for the conservation of the phase volumes
	Extension to a variable shear modulus

	Numerical results
	Solution strategy
	The rising bubble experiment
	Interpretation of the viscoelastic behaviour

	Conclusion
	References

